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PART I. 
REDISTRIBUTION BILLS, 1892, 1893, 1899, 1900, 1903. 
ANALYSIS OF DEBATES. 
1892. 


The Bill was brought down April 29, 1892, and passed the House June 28 
(assented to July 9), the census, of date March 1891, having necessitated reduc- 
tions—Nova Scotia from 21 to 20, New Brunswick from 16 to 14, Prince Edward 
Island, from 6 to 5; and one increase—Manitoba, from 5 to 7; while in Ontario ~ 
(92), Quebec (65), British Columbia (6), and the Territories (4), the numbers 
remained unchanged. 


(1) Position of the parties as to what body should frame the redistribution. 


The Government position was that it was a matter for which the Administra- 
tion was responsible and there was no room for delegation. (8256, Sir John 
Thompson). 

The positions of Opposition leaders on this were not evtirely reconcileable 
All were for delegation of some sort. Mr. Laurier moved an amendment, for 
which all voted, that the bill be referred to a committee of both parties to agree 
upon the lines or principles on which a redistribution bill should be drawn (3129). 
This was urged under the Gladstone precedent of 1884. He maintained, however, 
’ that the duty of redistribution itself was for Parliament and could not be delegated, 
for instance, to a commission of judges (3126). Others contended that once the 
principles were fixed it would not be proper for the House to apply them— 
that Section 51 of the British North America Act imposed on Parliament the 
duty, after laying down the principles and time for operation, to provide an 
outside authority to make the readjustment. (Mr. Davies, 3239-3245; 
Mr. Mills, 3275-3279). 

Sir John Thompson replied that under a power equivalent to inherent power 
in other assemblies, Parliament could redistribute when and how it pleased and 
Section 51 was not a limitation on that (3260-3262). On the same point, Mr. 
Dickey, 3414-3422; Mr. Weldon, 3464 et seq. 


(2) Positions of the parties on the principles that should govern redistribution. 


The Government’s starting point was the Redistribution Act of 1882— 
this because whatever the faults of that Act (admitted by some) it was the 
underlying purpose now to interfere as little as possible with representation 
and it was the better principle to preserve as far as possible the geographical 
lines and historical continuity of existing electoral districts which had become 
fixed and impressed by the stresses of three federal elections. (Sir John 
Thompson, 1863, 3255 et seq., 3796, 3873; Mr. Ouimet, 1867, 1869, 3132; 
Mr. Haggart, 3438; Mr. Weldon, 3464 et seq). 

Sir John Thompson said: 

‘““We*have been guided, Sir, by the principle almost exclusively—and 
‘““ where we have acted on any other principle that will be explained when we 
** come to details—that we should only interfere with the representation in those 
‘“ districts where additional representation for increased population had to be, 
““ provided’”’. (3255). 
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Where changes are necessary the primary principle is representation accord- 
ing to population: but this is not mathematically absolute since regard must be 
had for the just representation of different races and creeds, for various interests, 
manufacturing, agriculture, etc., as well as for geographical convenience. (Mr. 
Desjardins, 3208 et seq.; Mr. Weldon, 3874-3876). 


The various positions taken by the Opposition may perhaps be taken as 
alternatives; otherwise they are somewhat inconsistent. For on the one hand 
it was contended—even by some as a matter of constitutional law—that in prov- 
inces such as Quebec and Ontario, where the census brought about no change in 
the total representation there should be no redistribution. (Mr. Laurier, 3118, 
3992; Mr. Davies, 3701; Mr. Bechard, 3992. Amendments to that effect: 
Mr. Somerville’s 3665, 3718; Mr. Laurier’s motion to strike out the section 
redistributing Quebec, 3973). On the other hand, admitting the necessity of 
redistribution, the principle most vigorously urged by the Opposition (that is, 
laying aside the charge that the Bill was an ‘“‘ odious gerrymander’’, 3118) 
was that county and city boundaries should be adhered to in fixing the electoral 
districts. (Mr. Laurier, 1866, 3784; Mr. Mills, 3271, 3273; Sir Richard Cart- 
wright, 3429; Mr. Paterson, 3454-3459. Amendments embodying this principle: 
Mr. McCarthy’s, concurred in by the Opposition, 3414, 3636; Mr. Mills’, as to 
Ontario, 3761, 3908; Sir Richard Cartwright’s as to Ontario, 4334; Mr. Yeo’s, 
as to Prince Edward Island, 4335). This applied only to Ontario, Quebec and 
Prince Edward Island, since elsewhere there was no criticism on this score. 

The Government replied that: 

‘“ the principle for which hon. gentlemen opposite contend, that we must above 
‘‘ all things stand on county boundaries, is by no means an infallible principle, 
‘‘ because within the county lines either side of the House can work as despicable 
‘a gerrymander as ever was Offered’’. (Sir John Thompson, 3793; Mr. Hag- 
gart, 3488; Mr. Dickey, 3425). 

Further, it was laid down by the leader of the Opposition that the changes 
‘“ ought to be such as to leave the equilibrium existing now between party and 
‘“‘ party the same after redistribution as now’’. (3120). 

Sir John Thompson replied that: _ 

‘“no more false principle can lie at the basis of any measure for redistribution, 
“or any measure for the extension of the franchise. What political party has 
‘a vested right in the equilibrium of parties?” 
and proceeded to lay down that the first object of a Redistribution Bill 
‘ought to be that the distribution should be fair, that it should interfere as 
‘little as possible with the existing lines, and should not interfere with these 
‘except when some serious occasion calls for it, but that when a serious occasion 
‘“‘ does call for it, the change should be carried out without regard to the effect 
‘on either political party or on the equilibrium of the parties’ (3258-3259): 
it are Weldon, 3875). 
Later the Opposition leader modified his ground on this (3970). 


Again there was a difference in attitude toward the fixing of representation 
of urban and rural populations. The Opposition claimed that cities, because of 
greater influence and because members for rural constituencies often come from 
cities, did not need the same consideration. (Mr. Laurier, 3119; Mr. Mills, 3686). 
The difference is a matter of emphasis, rather than one capable of concrete 
demonstration; the Government, while admitting some force in the claim, 
contended that a great increase in city population should not be ignored and that 
the principle should be recognized only to the extent of bringing about some 
reduction of the representation that population would otherwise give. (Sir 
John Thompson, 3255; Mr. Desjardins, 3212 et seq.; Mr. Weldon, 3873-3875). 

It should also be noted that the Opposition recognized in form that | 


‘“‘ the guiding principle should be as far as possible to equalize the population 
‘‘ in all the constituiencies.”” (Mr. Laurier, 3970, 3125). 
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There was some discussion about the time the Act should go into effect 
(4321-4322). This seems to have been unnecessary as the British North 
America Act provided that 

“such readjustment shall not take effect until the termination of the then existing 
Parliament.”’ 


REDISTRIBUTION BILLS. 
1893. 


This was simply a bill to amend the Act of 1892, by a. more accurate defin- 
iton of the boundaries of Nippissing electoral district to conform to the amended 
boundaries of Ontario, to correct clerical errors with respect to the City of Ottawa, 
so as ensure that it should have two members as intended, and to correct other 
errors. 

There was no controversy or party position disclosed. 


eth 


The Bill was introduced by the Prime Minister (Sir Wilfrid Laurier) on 
May 19th, 1899, and passed the House on July 10th. It was defeated in the 
Senate. 


(1) As to the Propriety of a Redistribution Bill except immediately after a census. 


The principal position of the Opposition was that it was not proper to bring 
in a Redistribution Bill at this time, since the British North America Act in spirit 
if not in express terms contemplates redistribution only after the decennial census. 
(Sir Charles Tupper, 3449, 5242-49, 5263-65; Mr. Sproule, 3468, 6676-78; 
Mr. R. L. Borden, 6651-6660; Mr. Powell 6696-99). 

The Government’s position was that this was not to be a total redistribution 
but was to remedy what were conceived to be the worst defects of the Act of 
1892 (Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 3442, 6758; Mr. Mulock 5207). This was argued 
to be constitutional (Mr. Bell 6524-28; Mr. Russell, 6660-6668), Precedents 
such as the Acts of 1869, 1887, 1893—-were cited (Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 3457). 
But these it was pointed out were merely Acts to correct errors clerical and 
otherwise (Sir Charles Tupper, 5264-5). 

Because of its view on this question the Opposition refused to interfere with 
the terms of the Bill or take the responsibility of moving any amendments (Sir 
Charles Tupper, 6759. In fact no amendments were moved). 


(2) As to the principles that should govern redistribution. 


Here there was diametrical opposition between the two parties as to the 
emphasis that should be laid on the two principles, maintenance of county 
boundaries and representation by population. 

The Government took the position that the maintenance of county boun- 
daries should be the paramount consideration, the other secondary (Sir Wilfrid 
’ Laurier, 3444,3463; Mr. Casey, 3471; Sir Richard Cartwright, 3481; Mr. Mulock 
—§209, 5210-11, 6816; Mr. Russell, 6674-75; Mr. McCarthy, 6690; Mr. Paterson, 
5289, 6770; Mr. Fielding, 6982). 

The opposition on the other hand, put the greater emphasis on the principle 
of representation according to population though it was recognized that it should 
be an aim as far as possible to avoid distributing long established municipal 
lines. 

“The principle of population has always been considered even from the first, 
although not to the same extent and with increasing weight and importance, 
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always has been considered—not as a hard and fast line by which you must adopt 
the same unit of population, irrespective of county lines, but to be followed as 
far as is practicable without doing violence to certain constituencies and time 
honoured rights which the electors had possessed. The principle of population 
was considered as one of great importance. My Right Hon. Friend has discarded 
entirely the question of population”. (Sir Charles Tupper, 5273). To the 
same effect; Sir Charles Tupper, 3453, 5235; Mr. Tisdale, 3464; Mr. Sproule, 
3468; Mr. Robertson, 6548; Mr. McNeil, 6598; Mr. R. L. Borden, 6650; Mr. 
Roche, 6686; Mr. Powell, 6700-02; Mr. Clarke Wallace, 6808, As to Nova Scotia 
Sir Charles Tupper (6981-82) versus Mr. Fielding (6980, 6982-83). 

Again the Liberal party laid emphasis on the doctrine that rural population 
should be more favoured in representation than urban, (Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
3462-63; Mr. Paterson, 5282, 6771; Mr. D. D. Rogers, 6787). On the Opposit- 
ion side little was said on this matter. But it was pointed out that the Bill in 
some instances actually worked out against the principle (5276, 6706). And 
it was also pointed out that the trend in England is against it. (6700,) 6708, 
§543-50). 


(3) As to what body should make the readjustment. 


First the Government itself made the redistribution along county lines 
and determined the number of representatives to be allotted to these districts 
respectively. Then where the increase of population was such as to entitle a 
county to more than one member a method of subdivision was provided. ‘Under 
such circumstances,’’ said Sir Wilfrid Laurier, “‘it is provided that a county may 
be divided into ridings on the principle we want to lay down, and which we do 
act upon, which is that whenever a county has to be divided into ridings, the 
division should take place by judicial decision and authority. This is the second 
principle upon which we base the Bill that we introduce to this House now.” 
(8444-45), The section of the Bill embodying this provided for a board of 
commissioners composed of three judges of the Supreme Court of Ontario and 
they were to be instructed in making divisions simply ‘‘to consider the distribut- 
ion of population according to the last Dominion census, the public convenience, 
and such divisions as appear to them best calculated to do substantial justice.” 
(3446) These general words were to be the only instructions. (Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier 6909-12; Mr. Mulock, 5230-33). 

The Opposition criticised the lack of instructions to the judges (Mr. Tisdale, | 
3466, Sir Charles Tupper, 5237; Mr. Sproule, 6676-81). It was also pointed out 
that this method of redistribution, though purporting to follow the English 
system, was in fact different. In this Bill the Government itself did the bulk of 
redistribution by indicating the county lines and only in so far as it left certain 
of the counties to be subdivided by the judges did it follow the English pre- 
cedent. (Mr. Tisdale, 3465-6; Sir C. H. Tupper, 3493). 

It should be observed that substantially the Bill affected only Ontario. 


1900. 


It may be worth while to have some reference here to what happened in 1900. 
The following is extracted from a speech by Mr. Tisdale in 1903 reviewing the- 
positions of the parties on redistribution: 

‘‘ Now, what did hon. gentlemen opposite do in 1900? So strongly did they 
‘‘ feel—judging by their actions—on the importance of making this change in the 
‘‘ carrying out of the redistribution that, notwithstanding that the Senate had 
‘“‘ rejected their measure, they reintroduced it in 1900; and pressed it to a con- 
‘‘ clusion. At that time the Conservative party went further than before. Asa 
‘‘ party, they accepted the principle of a reference to the judicial tribunal with 
‘‘ rules for the guidance of that tribunal. But they also proposed that county 
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‘‘ boundaries should not be laid down as a principle, except subject to certain 
‘‘ conditions; and they proposed to refer the whole question to a judicial tribunal 
‘““ to be composed of the chief justices of the Supreme Courts of the several pro- 
‘“vinees. Let me read the substantial part of that resolution: 

First, that a commission to consist of the chief justices of the highest courts 
of judicature in each of the provinces of Canada shall be appointed for the pur- 
pose of fixing the boundaries of each constituency entitled to elect a member or 
members, to the House of Commons in each province of Canada, and to determine 
the number of members to be elected for each constituency in accordance with the 
British North America Act. 

That such commission, in so doing, shall consider the distribution of popula- 
tion according to the then latest census of Canada and the public interest and 
convenience, and shall particularly have regard to the principle of representation 
by population, and also have regard as far as practicable to the boundaries of 
counties, municipalities and cities. (Hansard, 1903, vol. v., col. 12376.) 


1903. 


The Bill was introduced March 31, 1903, and passed the House September 25. 
There were changes in all the provinces but Quebec. Prince Edward Island 
fell from 5 to 4, Nova Scotia from 20 to 18, New Brunswick from 14 to 13, 
Ontario from 92 to 86 while British Columbia rose from 6 to 7, Manitoba from 
7 to 10 and the North West Territories from 4 to 10 and 1 was given the Yukon 
Territory. 


(1) As to what body should determine the details of the redistribution. 


The Bill itself as introduced by the Government simply (excepting two 
interpretation sections) stated the number of members to be allotted to the 
various provinces and then declared that the provinces should be divided into 
electoral districts as provided in schedule (713). Thereupon Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
made the following announcement of the Government policy (712): 

‘We propose, therefore, on this occasion, as we did on a former occasion 
‘‘ when the last Redistribution Bill was before us, to propose to the House to 
‘follow the British precedent. The last redistribution which took place in 
‘““ England took place in 1884, under the Government of Mr. Gladstone. On 
‘“‘ that occasion, Mr. Gladstone, before making his Bill, adopted the policy which 
‘‘ we intend to follow on this occasion. The Bill was prepared, at the invitation 
‘‘ of Mr. Gladstone, by a conference of the two parties in the House of Commons, 
‘“ by a conference of the government and the Opposition. Mr. Gladstone invited 
‘““ Lord Salisbury, who was then the leader of the Opposition to meet with him and 
‘* discuss with him the details of the Redistribution Bill which he had to introduce 
‘ following consequent upon the new Franchise Act. This conference took place 

‘‘ and, as a result, a measure was introduced which proved satisfactory to both 
“ narties.” 

The specific proposal which purported to carry out this announcement was 
this: 

“‘ Tf this Bill is accepted by our friends on the other side, we intend, after it 
‘““ has been debated and read the second time, to refer it to a special committee 
“composed of seven members, on which the opposition will be represented by 
‘“‘ three, to be selected by themselves. The object of the committee will be to 
‘“‘ create the constituencies which will be allowed to elect the members of this 
“House.” (713-14.) 

After the debate on the first and second reading the following motion of Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier was carried: 

‘‘ That the said Bill be referred toa Special Committee composed of Messrs. 
‘ Fitzpatrick, Sutherland (Oxford), Hyman, Davis, Borden (Halifax), Haggart 
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“ond Monk, with instructions to prepare schedules to contain and describe the 
‘“ several electoral divisions entitled to return members to this House.” (1294). 

On the theory that it contemplated a real conference between the parties 
the Opposition accepted the proposal. But in the debate on the first and second 
readings Mr. Borden pointed out: 

1. That the proposal did not, as it purported to, follow the English pre- 
cedent of 1884, because— 

(a) In that case there was an informal conference before the Bill 
was introduced at all; ‘‘ the members were not appointed by the 
‘‘ House and had no duty of reporting to the House’’; ‘‘it was, 
‘in fact, a conference between the two political parties.” (1208). 

(b) ‘f The conference of 1884 in Great Britain simply settled the prin- 
‘ciples to be applied in the work of redistribution.” (1208). 

(c) Those principles were left to be carried out in the delimitation of 
the constituencies by a boundary commission and such a commission 
was appointed composed of eminent men (1208-9). (To same 
effect, Mr. Haggart, 12404 et seq.) 

2. That the proposal was different from the Liberal position in 1892, for 
then the motion was for a conference ‘‘to agree upon the lines or principles on 
which ‘‘a Redistribution Bill should be drawn.” That was nearer the English 
precedent. (1209). 

3. That the proposal was ‘not in line with the Liberal position in 1899, 
for then it was proposed that where counties had to be divided into ridings “the 
‘“‘ division should take place by judicial decision and authority.”’ (1210). 

4. That the proposal was consistent with either fairness or unfairness. 
Since the Government was in the majority on the committee it might simply 
reproduce the scheme of the majority in the House. To follow the English 
precedent there should have been a proposal for an equal number of members 
from each side (1211, 715). The suggestion was repeated when the motion for 
the committee was under consideration but was not recognized. (1294). 

5. That the proposal was inadequate in that no principle whatever was 
announced to guide the redistribution save that of adherence to county bound- 
aries. In Great Britain in 1884 full rules were laid down. (1211). 

(It was also pointed out that no reference was made to Sir Wilfrid Laurier’s 
proposition in 1892 that the parties should retain the same relative positions 
after redistribution (1212), nor to Messrs. Davies and Mills’ point in 1892 that 
Parliament should delegate the actual work of redistribution to an independent 
authority (1213).). See also Mr. Haggart (1259-60). 

Suggestion was also made that the committee be given power to examine 
witnesses on oath and send for persons and papers (Mr. Borden, 1294). 

After sitting several months the Select Committee reported (7293) and the 
schedule was carried practically as submitted. 

a As to the working of the committee and the schedule reported there was long 
debate. 

For the Government Sir Wilfrid Laurier contended that as the Bill had been 
referred to the committee by unanimous consent, and as the committee had 
reached a unanimous decision as to New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, 
Quebec, and the North West Territories, while in Nova Scotia there was a 
difference with regard to only one constituency, and had agreed to 39 constitu- 
encies in Ontario, differing as to 47, therefore the scheme had worked out 
satisfactorily as predicted (10849-— 51). Mr. Hyman to same effect (10873). 

The opposition did not accept the committee report and a number of amend- 
ments were moved. All were rejected. 

The chief grounds of criticism were these: 

That since the Government put the committee forward as a conference 
it: was to have been expected that certain principles would be formulated and 
the committee would proceed on these. The majority members refused to agree 
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to any. (Mr. Borden, 11441). Mr. Borden had moved the following resolu- 
tions (11441): 

1. In accordance with the principle laid down by the Prime Minister in 
the House on the introduction of the Bill, municipal county boundaries shall be 
observed. 

2. Where separate representation is given to cities the municipal bound- 
aries of such cities shall be observed. 

3. (a) The municipal county boundaries shall be those set forth in Chapter 
3, Revised Statutes of Ontario, 1897, and that the word ‘county’ herein shall 
include and provisional county or territorial district established by the said 
Act. 

(b) The separate representation to be allotted to cities of Ontario shall be 
first fixed and determined before proceeding with the representation of the 
rural constituencies. 

(c) The unit of representation for such rural constituencies shall be deter- 
mined by deducting from the total population of Ontario the combined popula- 
tion of the said cities and by dividing the remainder by the total number of 
seats to be allotted to rural constituencies. 

(d) The population of any city receiving separate representation shall be 
excluded in computing the population of the county within which it is situate. 

(e) The redistribution of the representation of Ontario shall then be deter- 
mined as follows :— 
~ Counties having a population below the unit. 

(a) Each county having a population of not less than two-thirds of the unit 
shall be entitled to one member. 

(b) Any county not entitled to one member shall be added to that adjoining 
county to which it is related as a judicial district, or with which it is connected 
for judicial or municipal purposes and the representation of such combined 
counties shall be dealt with upon the principles already and hereinafter stated. 

Counties having a population larger than the unit. 

(a) Each county or combined county having a population of not less than 
50 per cent and not more than 150 per cent above the unit shall be entitled to 
two members, and each county or combined county having a population not 
less than 150 per cent and not more than 250 per cent above the unit shall be 
entitled to three members. 

(b) If after applying these principles it is found that any seats remain 
to be allotted, such seats shall be allotted to the counties or combined counties 
approaching most closely to the conditions which, under the above rules, would 
entitle them to additional representation. 

Division of cities or counties into ridings. 

In the division of cities or counties into ridings the geographical limits 
of each riding shall be as symmetrical and compact as may be possible, always 
having regard to equalities of population. 

The motion was negatived. (Mr.Monk to the same effect, 10834-37, 
10840-43; Mr. Haggart, 10886-88). 

The majority had objected because the rules would ‘‘tie their hands” (Mr. 
ieee 10842). Mr. Hyman argued that the rules had been largely followed. 

10860-65). | 

That the Committee was not a conference but in effect a partisan committee. 
That it was a misapprehension to speak of unaminity; as to many places there 
could be no possible grounds of disagreement, but as to the rest (chiefly in 
Ontario) the majority members had not accepted a single important suggestion 
from the minority (Mr. Borden 11440-47, 11459, 12481. To the same effect 
Mr. Monk, 10843-48; Mr. Haggart, 10886-10887). 

That in short there was no real difference between this method of the 
Government bringing down the schedule in the first instance; the committee 
was simply a form and the result bore this out (Mr. Borden, 111,444—5, 11,646; 
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Mr. Monk 10,844-48; Mr. Tisdale, 12,379-86, 12,3938-97; 12,407-14). Indeed, it 
seemed to appear that the Government or some members of it had agreed on 
the schedule beforehand, though there was much dispute as to the origin of 
the document and its effect (11,153, 11,471, 11,479-88, 11,497-98, 12,394-95). 
It was not in any event prepared at the outset; Sir Wilfrid Laurier stated shortly 
after the introduction of the Bill that no schedules had been prepared and that 
the Government had not committed itself (877-78). 

It may be noted that some members of the Opposition urged that the whole 
work of redistribution should be delegated to a judicial tribunal, preferably 
one composed of the chief justices of the provinces (Mr. Haggart 10, 891; Mr. 
Tisdale, 10,913-18, 12,383-86, 12,388-12,391). 


2. As to the principles which should govern redistribution. 


The Government position on this remained as before: county boundaries 
should be the controlling factor. Sir Wilfrid Laurier in introducing the Bill 
said (711): 

“We have always maintained that the guiding principle in this redistri- 
‘‘ bution should be that county boundaries should be preserved. And we lay 
‘‘ to-day as the basis of redistribution, which we hold ought to be accepted and 
‘adopted on this occasion, that the municipal representation of the county 
“ought to be the basis of the parliamentary representation.”’ (To the same 
effect, 720. Also Mr. Paterson, 10,938; Mr. Sutherland, 11,141, qualified 
by ‘‘Equalization of population as far as possible’; Mr. Blair, 11,812-13). 

On the other hand the Opposition urged that regard should be had for 
representation according to population and other factors. Mr. Borden in 
opening the debate on the second reading said (1211-12): 

‘“ My right hon. friend has not made any reference whatever to equality 
‘of population, although he laid a good deal of stress upon that in his speech 
“of 1892. I would like to point out to him that in Great Britain in 1884 very 
‘* full rules were laid down, and among them were these: In the first place equality 

‘of population; in the next place retaining in the divisions any particular 
‘portion of the population which was of an urban character, that is in the 
‘* divisions of boroughs; in the third place, compactness of divisions with respect 
‘to geographical position; in the fourth place, community of interests. I 
‘“‘ think some of those, at least, require to be regarded to a considerable extent 
‘in the work of the committee, and perhaps it would have been better if my 
“right hon. friend had introduced some of these principles into this Bill or 
‘into his speech.” 

(To the same effect 11,804, 08; Mr. Haggart, 10,891; Mr. Sproule, 10,946). 

The principle that rural population should be favoured over urban was 
reiterated by the Government (Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 10,899, 11,482; Mr. Suther- 
land, 11,109). 

The Opposition stand on this was not particularly expressed save in so far 
as the tendency to lessen the force of the Government’s expression of it was 
indicated by the resolutions proposed in the committee (10,888). Toronto mem- 
bers were for equalizing urban and rural votes (Mr. Clarke, 11,738). Anda 
formal protest was registered by the minority of the special committee against 
confining the representation of Toronto to: five members (12,485). 

Two other points may be mentioned. Mr. Borden asked: 

(1) Why two members were given as to a single constituency in Ottawa, 
Halifax and St. John while in Toronto the city was split up to give one 
member to one consituency (11,697) and 

(2) Why in some cases of a county containing another municipal unit— 
a city—they were treated separately, and in others combined? (11, CAT, 

11,589-92). 
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(3) As to the constitutional question raised by the reduction of representation im 
Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Prince Edward [ sland and Ontario. 


There was some debate on whether the reduction was really necessary under 
the terms of the British North America Act. (Mr. Borden, 715-18, 1214-17, 
1265-67, 1291-92; Mr. Northrup, 1219-30; Mr. Barker, 1242-50; Mr. Lancaster, 
1250-57; Mr. Haggart, 1261-65, 1267-69; Mr. Lefurgey, 1269-82; Mr. Sproule, 
1283; Mr. Fitzpatrick, 1230-1241). The Government finally agreed to submit 
the question to the Supreme Court though it refused to hold up the Bill pending 


the decision (1284). 
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PART II. 


PARTICULARS OF CENSUS OF 1911 AND EXTRACTS FROM 
DEBATE ON REPRESENTATION BILL OF 1903. 


1911. 1911. 1901. 

Province. Represen- | Represen- 

Population. tation. tation. 

Albertace «... eee eae mie etic ten hive ulerscl os Sth a meats tere hee 374, 663 12 7 
British Columbiaseie. oce te Bek ae ae ee ee eee 392,489 13 is 
Manitoba: « . sR Legis aaron ai oy I RR: a er a 455,614 15 10 
New Bruns wicks ced insck he a eis Sh eels Ue aioe eres 351,889 11 13 
Nova Scotia sess ete es siege oredr eaten es ee np ie kr es ane 492 , 338 16 18 
Ontario: 2. ¢ Re oe eee) 5 ae ae ee ean ee es ee 2,520,204 82 86 
Prince Edwardiieland: 20.44. <b a epee Ae eee 93,728 3 4 
Quebec. s.j.ccmeelen Ft apace athe Lak, ine ciklecied GRRE Sout eee ace chson Ame 2,003, 232 65 65 
Saskatchewan......... RRP tiketen de SME hbo emt Ui cer A Sag on doe 492,432 16 10 
akon, 3:2 2s Gerais oy edits a gets ae a ic ee i eae 8,512 1 1 


7,188, 162 234 221 


The unit is 30,819 for a House of 234 members. There is a population of 18,481 in the unorganized 
territory of the Northwest, but these are not included for representation purposes. 


ELECTORAL DistTRIcTSs AND POPULATION 


ALBERTA. 
Calgary a5 654 POSES NINO tN ee es ee 60 , 502 
Hammonton . 505 ee eee otek ae as cena eae ae Oe re 57 ,045 
Macleod ties 5 oir uel ace hee eas aired ae 34 ,504 
Medicine Hat cate c ioe cao ire eee ee ee cerns 70 ,606 
Lita ted Bets) alpgarg taint on SOU EL OM iin ONL Twa diyiioa aMe. 61,372 
Stratheon gag Mera tee 1 gee ae ec ore a 49 ,473 
ViCTOLIA Seyi cn oa toro eae ae re ee ea 41,161 
BRITISH COLUMBIA. 
COMOX ATID ese oc fc aie hoy 42 ,263 
Kootenay <a iawn Wan teen eis aks ae ee ee 50,772 
IN ATAIMNO F526 Serr ee, ce a a 31,822 
New=W estminsteroi) ite accu ts. oe ee 55 ,679 
Vancouver Gity. s05 75s des ie ah eae ee ee ee 123 ,902 
Victoria ‘Gity eae eka, Bae Ce ea ee 31,660 


Yale-and’ Caribotie cco ins wee a eee 56 ,382 


1] 


MANITOBA. 

MO EC me One emer VE Ne ali, ao aqua 39 , 734 
SUD lipemic bk a: Rae oe 44 ,000 
SIS On meme ere Ray Nac ee TCR Ce) oo lminren te! 23 ,501 
RVR GD Onl Cees teu a aaa MN Sahel st emigre ak 35,841 
REA OUCULCE Nit) mentee mien Men pete Meee meet a 33,598 
OLA Cs APTA Cu ree a pea Ae ek Gry atm as, ahs 27 ,950 
HPO VGHCICl art cn emmy er erate er gt ce en tia oth 40 ,693 
MEST Se aie cee eae lee i i En a Gre nop 53,091 
RS OUI ETS Oo ee earamr ae ce Meuron irae a ONY eA ey Peis ey 1, ak 29 , 049 
CDW AUT oyetie amy ral et Ral Wie ete oar I Pie TPR RU eee 128 ,157 


Ce ELC LOT) Marks Mak nm Th kr et Mea Cr WN a cg i 21,446 
SLA LO ULC rae eset Bs Cogs ac Pmt OR oan TN ges i) LN 21,147 
GHOUCESLCTAR, fr aes tet ees & Pet a RE ‘pe 8 325.062 
TCU eee eat Cae he Pos Ob) g's ass As 24 ,376 
HOT ea RAD OL Mere tite, se retipy ed cecrsc ae: Maem es 30 , 285 
NGI UIE AL Cpe meme ety na Nc er ale) Oh ag. ae gl 31,194 
AL ESUISOLICH Caer at Pee een ahra hear tht scr: 1 GN canbe Dee IME ua eee 15 ,687 
tee it SHON GOUN tei Poel. ce Le at Oba O be 
SEC an Ce GIILGCTICNe Hr ltr a) Vichiws sf sramer ec ote, 17,116 
Mietorian, and Visdawaskas. Pc.) jee ln oe ke 285222 
WO PSTN, Td bana bp ce dies” | 2 RIRe he Re Ca R OUT eCR SaM Ne NT 44 621 
WV sa ee ee aes bik 9 00, aie ae ee ey a a eae y Sh o6L 


BN YEV Ys) LIGh mente Me ee eet ete, oe hy STR Oe oon eo, 18,581 
PEAS OR Gi ie are he every 4 PN ote MN el hee) 11,962 
Cape Breton North and Victoria.................. 29 ,888 
PA CR OT CLOU SS OULD a pry emir eee ee AT re ok bree 53 ,352 
COlCh es CT ee ia teen te Oy SA, rh ars 23 ,664 
Per aiicle eee a eee ee ee sae ane, 40 ,543 
Eby ie arene baht tenn SOR nan Sevan ie hes AN eee ey, 20 , 167 
STV SDOTOUL Divi muerte Sar aero bet Ok he ied 17 ,048 
ETAL a XC GVE ANC OUD LY rte yan ha at ce aren ale id 80 , 257 
IRR Genre te ee eee anda aN Aca) SMC aN ees ahairy arg he eae 19,703 
PTE RICSE ME cu we Tutmtrmat A ge TGC M pista, oe ied | Sis 25,571 
EAST) Ds aches es re age Cor ee A eg st Nea yl gle cee as 21,780 
HOE DUT O eed tae ie ey ed ets ts Ly ie Wet ie bana 33 , 260 
ACO I ee tlc ee aera ks es A IE Beaege Re eT 35,858 
HAC HaONC Gira re mera hae cote. trols Oe tt 13,273 
SHElGdINe an sUeCeiS cree Gos CO eweaney het es a wk 24 ,211 
LYOALIVVOM Gilgen Rae te aoa m er aR Sits ge 23 , 220 
ONTARIO. 
ECG tele tan eer nope Ao oy heey Nala oie eS 44 ,628 
BNE OTT AMEN Vis) Walid 6 pee re are en RG Fae win Wal ey Red 28,752 
TERT apie iets ee pene Sey OREN ns 0 See ag ea 19,259 
PABA TIELOL Coe tik is a ok OR te on a te 26 ,617 
Satie a VE Sect oe ce RS OS Bn ae bee Re RTE le PGA 18,531 
[EGS INES Et Pea a arn ea ae SE PPS 23 , 783 
i eR ie eR ates, Fo tee Ne soa hk LIS eat oP en 26 ,249 
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ONTARIO—Continued. 
Carleton ON w CO ee Ue nee ere a ene aE aNd ete loa 28 ,406 
Duero 8 2 Se Bees as Se ne Sm ne 17,740 
Dads es SSE eee oer ace Dn cae eee 18,165 
Durham se 355 ei eee ies ie ee en 26,411 
LO) Ee Mat GOA Gap tenon Rear ee a Pe nny adins eras iaa Ee |. PIe MN 17 ,597 
LET AV OO) ied | NN Ci ain an 26,715 
OSSORE ONS i Gh ae ale aie CH toe oe Re AO, Ne bs CRAG 38 , 006 
FBS OSES Crate WueWl iets ie ead ade ones Ne erate Woe eta 29 ,541 
BOURDON BG os CIE Ries io elk raid oom eee pe ceca ae 21,944 
CHEN ATTY: yaa 5 ola enlace eae foe eee aia alin eae 21 , 259 
Spen wiles ye ae ten bie ume re e ete ate tena ieee ERAN 17,545 
COP ey Bae SIRS 2S 11 boa a cement Rtas lke, estes uae 19 ,650 © 
GREY PIN SW eal gy oe arate ec LG a ea 26 , 991 
CTE Rig aoa), Saha Gat ce ee epee ee a CO 19 ,250 
Haldimand): icc ook 2 yi Sel as ina ae one 21,562 
FB pen aie Ao nce ees ee ee ele tere Ree fee 22 ,208 
de Heeclimo) eae OR eg) aamean Gr apetunrccens sgl zee melas NUDGE AS mel bles 39,793 
Hamittone WHO ito Ce eae ek ne a ena ee 37,279 
gm ETF Niu Ura Etiam a aRren a rbiera/t seeRAD SS cotadie, Soa Nas. tle 24 ,978 
Tastings 52 W—O CaS OG ma hay ae Sete Rane en 30 ,825 
As hic) 1 ygl 1 enn Meni en MOM Nain gs se oe 16 , 289 
ERG GS fh 5 RIE Oe OE eb SR Os ee 19,508 
Eprom WHO ees Fe re Ca ioe MR oad a) a) are 17,186 
Ween tel. i535 3's eee aie dose ee ean se ee 23 ,698 
FORTY Og or A nee eS ar) a en 32 ,297 
SES OTS eS oe cae ea el 0s te 20 ,660 
Ganibtono Mast). y,. Se serene ee pian see oe tee 22 ,223 
Daribtone Vy so oo eeceeee tinh Carin Soeaweige a wpe 29 , 109 
TiC IN 6 OU taser eo ag acetic eS Dace ane en oe 14,624 
Liga ys) virtue oe ae ais fie a a ee earn eae 19,751 
THO OS Ha cae ia rd AAR Oat eto are bare hy) herr Sie at 18,222 
Lennox and Addin evons ie) .e a ee Wea ht eh eno ase 
Astcolin (ss aie rei ae ae ae ae eaten ee 30 ,429 
POPOW 55s oes ee ae eT Ed ae ee 46 , 300 
Middlesex: Bais 20k tose eae aie one eh dees Ce 20 ,814 
Middlesex. WeOww2 fe eitins Cie a ee a a eae 16,214 
IVER TOG OR: Nu (stan huts fare a ach year tee RE oe eee 13,737 
Misha Meet ee alae te eee ays eae paket trae ana 21 233 
ING POLS Edi ine: 2 Se eA ante a ae aca al ae oR a 74,130 
IN OTTORK Fay rahe aaah cates J dhs He eee a nein a Pat arta 27,110 
Nortmum berland. kiss ee Vere dee ee ee ae eo 19 ,927 
Nortiamberland, WO abo. yarns Pars gainers 12,965 
On GBT NY Ge oat ROR Rei a ae ate ho TL ely eine oa aE 17,141 
CGAP 3h Wo PRIA Aw Bley cea hc ahaa i Ria a ora 23,865 
OLPa We CAUW ie Ck oa eo) Sahn Os Onn ia Ie ie rane 73,193 
Wis fey ce Rae rt one ain Mel cir Care ey Se. <9: 25 ,077 
OS aierss pire ewe eases mee MORE 7 ee GUNE aay te sar en 22 ,294 
PAPeyy: SOUT Gy eee yee eet ROT one 0 aoe aie ta ot ee 26 ,547 
Pee i, oO ee ack il Tiel ih gy Sie ce a ae 22,102 
PertliooN ase tae ee en CE Ck re eee nee ney 30, 235 
Perth SSU se pia sees edie 5-5) ae Saale nag ann ane 18 ,947 
Peterboroueh, Heid os ho ae 15 ,499 
Peterborough, W-Owiis Ie ees CaN ene 26,151 
Pres COthe Bai oi are is a ad eee em oni a eee ae 26 , 968 
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ONTARIO—Continued. 


FUCMEe eC eae ye Gs CeCe, iu a aalne oe 23,617 
Rentrewe oe ae sce Bi = JR MO. sate SENN RES RATS = GHG 27 ,852 
TALS Se tlare: Sa Moh Cas nae ca Fol panna Rare lular hE 39 ,434 
SU AANLE( a 0p WD pot Rapeet al Rt ed Rei CH At Re eR ah eho a 35 , 294 
DITACOG WIN Mu eesanr le wi\Nalinenh os ak Um NR eT 24 ,699 
SURI OGy cyt ata Ree Ren aL a sin eae ear SUN ae oa 25,060 
COLON sate ne tc a Re oa OR 24,775 
iahunder bay andr hain yenlvels is. fee eh eee 67 , 249 
BL OPON EG ee Ch Lremaiimet cr, tone vce peas ee Ris otic te 53,125 
BE ORODUO> nue Toe a ae i een HOE, oe meh ead pes 68 ,912 
PEROLOMG OWN orienta aa ean Ste ate eae Ce Rea gigr 56 ,469 
PTO UC IONS Oe eae eet ae meget a cs CLEMO ren ade na tl 43,956 
OTOIILOa VV Coach t eco aet a taal com te auiies AU Ribot 105 , 291 
PERI ae re peau xed Some Tele Alea gece ig eda PUN Dae a Bi aa urna Pei ceod 36,499 
WAU ETLOO AUN gi eek Olen tag ochre rious e lank \fiae pe 30,619 
VEAL CE LOO es Ons oe eee TNL Cotitein hor el) eee alice 3. 28 , 988 
MENG GY ee Lae es Sav ata Nae geen ee ay ee ee So ee 42,163 
Welle Lennie Nea vase ati uu weekend 22,292 
VWGIUIIELOT. ene e ce torte hee no Ne, er Ree One 32,200 
WUE WOLUiclee er aie een toy Oo eee ee ee wary a 34 , 634 
Dal abe EEN alard Sig tiara lc SWIG Ue th a ata nace en CRE a 26 , 048 
OE KMUN Sane Rea teeta tce Tom Ata.) enc Sunes ames 415 
ET Kenia tcc iat wate ieee Gear aks) annie, aN hr ade 68 ,018 


PUREE eos UC ieee tea enna cards Senn Codey ‘sr sao ena NG 22 ,636 
TELCO” yo. ium MBO Nae eC AS ate phe lean, Bute 32,779 
SEES OAS Sos io Skriv Je a eras ef te arene 38,313 
QUEBEC. 
PAT OTERO UL ee, Sema Sie tel Rey ahs ihe os 16,766 
IDA LOU ieee ee ee re es ee acl ea ae pee 18 , 206 
DCAUGCGN age nid cent cae Mineman Saito bt eae 51,399 
SAU NOs a ey en ee hare ce Manna, i 20 , 302 
P CUOGIINES GU Ale oer i) rem nae Gb ma Cite a hh 21,141 
etalon eww hr eet ea ance oN ae Ne Ue aa 19,872 
PSO ANON UTC er ae ace whee ert s a ee A ening pay ahs 28,110 
SCONE ora leyT Coe nara ec RORTN Ne car cO ENS hati Wl Neg: 13 ,216 
Ghambiyeand.<Vercheredens see Oise Nh aera os BO LO 
OTSA LL lal titers re te te REI ea haces Meee ae ONS, 42,758 
GATIEVO Dore tsrn aerate eri AL abn Noone apne NWT 20 , 637 
CAH ACOMUOTIAY Mert iieen, Ge cas eaten tetas a et Pes pe 
Chicoutimi and Saguenay......... RMR oo AN 63 , 341 
ReGaahC Dvs aks iipes Ce ae re a er en oe. ch 29 ,630 
LIORGMCRLEI ert Aisa ene SIE teat eeu eraaneyr ud Tee as yak 25 ,096 
IGE ONLAGN Char cere eels wie ee ies tee al sine SR he 13 ,868 
Drniamone asd) ATLOADSAKA soec cise oe bce ee 41,590 
CAG eee aot ie Oa ee ESS ea he crs 35,001 
RLGOGNEL Gals elt Ne hace Cor he) we a sicher 75 ,049 
ECU INE CLOLY en NOM eels, epee 8 as waa eo et 13 , 240 
PRS VOT iE Rte alte oe oe) ay Lapis ast. Sa PES 65 ,023 
eke Mahe ean ROMs a A Spe ced 23,911 
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QUEBEC—Con. 
Labelle sh2 6s n3, pepe tage Sb PSMA lah, Seal eee 40,351 
Laprairie-Napiervillone .2. eee ek e 19,335 
TA ASSONIDtLON Aisne A ee eee 15,164 
Thavad eee cere Ps eae oe eee rae eee 29 , 977 
OVS ea ict Mae Mate taser res ene a 28 ,913 
Th Islet cas oe es er ay Se ee tanh ee ee 16,435 
Lotbinieree sh ees Sores Oe SONA he th ee OS aera 22,158 
MaiSONneUVeciiy ee ibs aetna ene eae ae eee 170,978 
NMaskinonge: oo. i295 a? ee ae oie ie ote a ee ere 16,509 
IEC P ATTIC Fre oe ox tie eal Sia ee are Cane ROR an 31,314 
IMEISST CUCL As te oe ope ae a ae erate Wai at ec aR one Oa 17 , 466 
Nontcalm. ae cee aoe ae ee ee 13 ,862 
Montmagn yar nn Ss ud A) See en eg ee a 17 ,356 
Wontmorency...) cade cca th eee en ees 13,215 
Montreal-St) Annes: '\h, Anse eee et aeaoes ~ 21,676 
Montreal, St. Antoine yon ee ee ee 48 ,638 
Montréal, St James) ere eee ee ee ie 44 ,057 
Montréal, Ste. Laurent) 3-0 ee eee 55 , 860 
Montreal, St. Naries 2. een ee eae 54,910 
Nicgolety 653. SA re ee ee ee 30,055 
PORUIAGS He Oe Se ea ae 29 ,416 
POrENEUT ao oe ee ee ee 30 , 529 
Quebec: Centres. i. oan te ee ee Set lene, 4 21,143 
Quebec: Haste 2254 ee eee oe A7 ,429 
Quebec W-O:).. vigor Ae nd eee 9,618 
Quebec County 7727.24 aiaoee ate eee ore ince trots 25 , 844 
Richehen Gre eer es coy eee Nees toe ee yeti <cchcgee 20 , 686 
Richmond and aw ollie ) hgery alae ie tt een 39 ,491 
Rimouski ay ck We Ss oe ee ate ae cra ae cae 51,490 
Rotiville ne eset no Neen a rm De ree eee ee ON ee ieee oe | 
Sty ELV Cite aie ike tet iy eae 5 eee he a tee 22 ,342 
St: Jean ands bérvillesiies. eee ont tie Osea 21,882 . 
Sheiord in. es ota ech Aimee a eo ae eee 23 ,976 
HEP DTOOK Gy, 2537 0S ek cee oie elle 8 ale ae le re ee 23,211 
SO Ulan GOS es Bi 5 Wr te Ae Ga oe Le ee ee eee ae 9,400 
Stanstead 4: cocks ch a ene Oe hc ene ene 20,765 
Pemisco utah Gc Re te hota Aa ee ee 36,430 
Terrebonne i ace ty cee at eee, ae Nie ena 29,018 
Troi -Ravers.and St-Maurices 6). tee eee 36,153 
Vial reils sgh Ae een vk eR el ae ear ee 11,039 
Wires ce in alae tea ee aie a a 48 ,332 
CAINS iy Aver ie. ti rue ene SON Bn eae we 19,511 
SASKATCHEWAN. 
ASSIMUG OTE rips 4.4, Cae tke I at ieee rs) 42,556 
Battlebor diss. e 3. ie i ae eee ke wee eee ea A7 ,075 
Humboldts scarey ae cere cy ek eee 52,195 
MacKenzies. icicemecr sok SO Sa ai hee ee ee 40,558 
AW Magelcrn thy eepee ty) poe ahne | ay GPM Nein. eae ie SUAS 
Prinéeé ‘Albert cat yack eee ee 36,319 
Qu2A ppelle ci aan hole aie hv) naman ec ie ne aoe 00 , 608 
Reginbisy: 65 hide olen ee noo a: Sane 70,556 
Saltcowts. ek Sala Fos) ay ok eke ee 28 ,695 


Saskatoon’: tee wives aie en bee oo eee ee 515145 


WueEn REDISTRIBUTION TAKES PLACE. 


The redistribution of the representation for the different provinces of the 
Dominion in the House of Commons is authorized by Section 51 of the British 
North America Act which says: 

“ On the completion of the census in the year one thousand eight hundred 
‘Cand seventy-one, and of each subsequent decennial census, the representation 
‘¢ of the four provinces shall be readjusted by such authority, in such a manner, 
“ and from such a time as the Parliament of Canada from time to time provides. ”’ 
It is also provided that:  - 

“ Such readjustment shall not take effect until the termination of the then 
“ existing Parliament.’ y 

The first census of the Dominion was taken in 1881, and the Redistribution 
Bill was assented to on 14th June, 1872. 

The Second Census of the Dominion was taken in 1871, and the Redistri- 
bution Bill was given the Royal assent on 17th May, 1882. 

In 1886, a measure was passed giving representation to the North West 
Territories in both Houses of Parliament. 

The Third Census of the Dominion was taken as of date of March, 1891, 
and the Redistribution Bill was assented to on 9th J uly, 1892. There was an 
Amending Act passed at the next session of Parliament in 1893. 

On May 19th, 1899, Sir Wilfrid Laurier introduced a bill on behalf of Mr. 
Mulock, who was then absent from the House, making certain changes in the 
Act of 1892. This bill passed the Commons but was rejected by the Senate. 

The Fourth Census of the Dominion was taken as of date of March, 1901, 
and the Redistribution Bill was assented to on the 24th of October, 1903. There 
was a preliminary report from the Census Department in regard to population, 
upon which such a bill is based, on August 15th, 1901, but a full report was not 
ready until February 26th, 1902. 

In 1906-7 an Amendment was passed to the Representation Act making 
a gain of 4 seats for Saskatchewan and three for Alberta. This was an outcome 
of the Autonomy legislation, creating the provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
and increasing the total representation of the Dominion to 221 members. 

The Fifth Census of the Dominion was taken as of date of June, 1911, and 
the report of the department in regard to population is dated February 21th, 
1912. 

The Government, therefore, had until the 24th of October, 1913, according 
to the time taken by the Laurier Government, to provide for a redistribution 
of seats. There is ample time to deal with this important matter without 
causing delay or inconvenience to anybody, because the Act for readjustment 
will aot take effect until ‘the termination of the existing Parliament.” 

Under the Constitution there is no specified date for the introduction of 
a Redistribution Bill beyond that it shall be done after each decennial Census, 
and, the inference is, before another general election is held. As to the right 
of Parliament to pass Redistribution bills, such high constitutional authorities 
as Sir John Thompson, Hon. David Mills and others held that it was within 
its power to do so at any time, every year if it saw fit. That being so makes it 
conclusive that no special session for tbe introudetion of such a measure was 
intended by the framers of the Confederation Act. 

On March 31st, 1903, Sir Wilfrid Laurier introduced a bill for the redistri- 
bution of the representation in the House of Commons rendered necessary by 
the Census of 1901. In doing so he reminded the House that 
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‘‘ in introducing this bill the Government is not acting in any discretionary 
‘sense, but is performing an imperative consitutional duty, the Constitution 
‘having provided that after each decennial census there should take place 
‘‘ « redistribution of the representation of the different provinces in this House. 
“Three years ago I introduced a redistribution measure but that was very 
‘from the one I am now submitting. That was simply a partial measure 
“ of redistribution, a discretionary measure, one which we had the option of 
‘“ presenting or not, and our object then was not to frame a general scheme of 
‘“‘ redistribution, but simply to correct certain errors—or to use perhaps a more 
“severe but more appropriate term—certain injustices which had been per- 
‘“ netrated on the province of Ontario by the Redistribution Act of 1882 and 
‘on the province of Quebec by the Redistribution Act of 1892. The motive, 
‘“‘ therefore, and the provisions of that measure were very different from those 
“ of the present one.”’ 

As to the representation of certain provinces being decreased, Sir Wilfrid 
sald: 

‘““ Everybody is aware that in those provinces, which, according to the 
“new redistribution must lose part of their representation, there has been 
‘some flurry of excitement, and well intentioned and well disposed persons 
‘have been making endeavors to convince themselves that by torturing the 
“letter of the law, the law itself might be made to express the reverse of what 
“it actually expresses. Unfortunately the letter of the law is such as not to 
“allow of any doubt. Three redistributions have already taken place in this 
‘“‘ Dominion in 1872, 1882 and 1892. In almost every one of these redistributions 
“the same thing has occured. Certain provinces have been forced to lose 
‘“ part of their representation, and naturally protests were made, but the matter 
‘has been debated and discussed and determined by such able jurists and 
“eminent men as Sir John MacDonald, the Hon. Edward Blake and Sir John 
‘“ Thompson, and it is not possible,—for my part I am indeed sorry, and I express 
““my sorrow very sincerely that certain provinces will have to lose part of 
‘“ their representation in this House,—but it is not possible to avoid this. We 


“have to abide by the law and to apply the law, and in applying the law the. 


“question is more of mathematics than of anything else. We have only to 
“take the provisions of the Constitution, Section 51 and the figures of the 
‘“ Census, and find the result. In this matter Parliament is not a free agent.” 

Sir Wilfrid went on to say that the guiding principle in the bill should be 


that county boundaries should be preserved. He also proposed to follow British | 


precedent and refer the bill to a Committee or Conference of both parties, 
a policywhich, he advocated in Opposition, but was not acceptable to the Gov- 
ernment of that day. There were no schedules attached to the bill which he 
introduced. The Committee of seven, which he intended to havé the bill re- 
ferred to, would arrange the schedules. On this Committee the Opposition 
would have three representatives and the Government four. 

(Hansard 19038, Vol. 1, Columns 708 and 709), 

Mr. Borden, i in reply, said that no possible system could be devised under 
which anomalies could not be discovered. As to the proposed conference, it 
would impress one with fairness, although in the end that might not be so real 
seeing the Government had a majority of the Committee. The leader of the 
Opposition desired to know what representations had been made to the Govern- 
ment in regard to the proposed reduction of representation in the Maritime 
provinces, and if the opinion of the law officers of the Crown upon the same had 
been obtained. He reminded Sir Wilfrid that by the Bill of 1899 it was proposed 
to make any division of counties by a Judicial Commission, and no reason was 
given for the new departure. (Hansard 1903, Vol. 1, Col. 715.) 

On the second reading of the Bill Mr. Borden showed that the reference 
to a Committee of both parties was not the same as the British proposal of 
1884, nor was it the same as the proposal of Sir Wilfrid in 1892, or in 1899, 


ity 


although it did not necessarily follow that what was now proposed was not a 

fair proposition. So far they had only the skeleton of the Bill before them 

while the whole vitality of a Bill of this kind was to be found in the details. 
(Hansard 1903, Vol. 1, Column 1210.) 


REDISTRIBUTION BILLS WERE PASSED: 


(1) 35 Vic., Cap. 18. Assented to 14th June, 1872. 

(2) 45 Vic., Cap. 3. Assented to 17th May, 1882. 

(3) 55-56 Vic., Cap. 2. Assented to 9th July, 1892. 
(This Act was amended by Chap. 9, 1893.) 

(4) 3 Edward VII, Cap. 60. Assented to 24th Oct., 1903. 

After the Redistribution of Seats in 1871, a Bill was introduced transferring 
the Township of Tuckersmith from one division of Huron to another. The 
Bill passed the Commons, but was defeated in the Senate because the measure 
had not emanated from the Government. 

On May 19, 1899, Sir Wilfrid Laurier introduced (on behalf of Mr. Mulock, 
who was absent) a redistribution Bill, the avowed object being to correct certain 
‘njustices’’ caused by the Acts of 1882 and 1892. This Bill was read a third ~ 
time in the Comomns. On the second reading in the Senate, Sir Mackenzie 
Bowell moved the following amendment: 

‘That it be resolved that it is inexpedient to proceed further with the 
-‘ Bill now under consideration, inasmuch as it is provided by section 51 of the 
‘‘ British North America Act that the representation of the provinces in the 
‘¢ House of Commons shall be readjusted upon the completion of each decennial 
‘“ census, subject to and in accordance with the rules in the said Act set forth, 
‘and as the next decennial census will, under the provisions of the Confeder- 
‘ ation Act, be taken in 1901, a readjustment of constituencies in the Dominion 
‘made previous to such census being taken would, in the opinion of this 
‘‘ House, be a violation of the spirit of the said Act.” 

The amendment was ¢arried on a vote of 36 for, to 14 against. The motion 
for the second reading of the Bill was lost on the same division reversed, and, 
therefore, the redistribution Bill was defeated. 

(July 20, 1899, Senate Hansard, Column 897.) 


A CONSTITUTIONAL POINT, 


Redistribution is provided for by section 51 of the British North America 
Act, which says: 

“On the completion of the census of 1871, and of each subsequent decennial 
census, the representation of the four provinces shall be readjusted by such 
authority, in such manner, and from such time as the Parliament of Canada 
from time to time provides.” 

On August 7, 1899, Sir Mackenzie Bowell in the Senate read the following 
from the Toronto ‘‘ Globe” of the previous Saturday :— 


LONDON OFFICE OF THE GLOBE, 
August 4, 1899. 
The Senate having thrown out the Redistribution Bill on the ground that 
it is unconstitutional to legislate in the direction of altering the electoral divisions 
except upon the occasion of the regular decennial adjustment, the following 
opinion is interesting. It speaks for itself.. Our opinion is asked whether it is 
competent to the Canadian Parliament to legislate as proposed, and independ- 
ently of the decennial adjustment. We are of opinion that it is competent. 
(Sd.) Epwarp BLAKE. 
R. B. HALDANE. 
W. H. AsQuituH. 
EDWARD CARSON. 
RoBERT CECIL. 
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In answer to Sir Mackenzie, Mr. Mills said that he or, as far as he knew, 
none of the Government, had any communication with anyone in England in 
regard to the Redistribution Bill. 


Hon. David Mills (Senate Hansard 1899, Page 789) 

‘“‘T am perfectly sure that the view which I express will be upheld without 
‘“‘ question and without division in any judicial body to which we may appeal, 
‘“‘ that it is open to Parliament, if so disposed, to introduce a new distribution 
‘“ Bill every year, so long as it does not depart from the principle which the 
‘census furnishes it.’ 


Sir John Thompson (Commons Hansard, 1892, Col. 3260)— 

‘“ ‘We have a clause in our Constitution which gives us the equivalent of 
‘‘the inherent powers possessed by other assemblies. When this Parliament 
‘was created, unlike other creations of statutes, it was not given a limited and 
‘narrow authority which had to be drawn from the statute itself, but in lieu 
‘‘ of the inherent power possessed by other parliaments we have section 91 of 
“the Act, which says that this Parliament may make laws for the peace, order 
‘and good government of Canada in relation to all matters not coming within 
‘ the classes of subjects assigned exclusively to the legislatures of the provinces.” 


(Sir John Thompson in 1892, quoted by Mills in Senate in 1899 discussion.) 


REDISTRIBUTION BILLS By PROVINCES. 


The original Confederation consisted of four ibeenelele css the representation 
being fixed as follows: 


Ontariezerine LOE Ak) Cac RE REN ot ake Rae ose eae a 82 
Quebeceyece Gaal | CA RE Fis Wel ota Rete. pee oe As eee 65 
Nova Seotia ose ely eee an pion enna er een oer, 19 
New Brunswick oct ra ttn saree re keh eo ee 15 
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The Redistribution Bill of 1872 provided that the House of Commons 
should consist of 200 members: 


Ontario? a 2S ies Hk ee es a 88 
QUuEbecy yoy FE Ieee ee cre ot oy a ea 65 
NOV. Scotties spe rene ee ee ee eee Cones aT 
N eweBrins wick 5 eet «eee ani ea 16 
MI anit bg. ic iierk Ee te Ue Nine? ae glee ene ea nen 4 
British: Coltim bid ae oe Or eo eee 6 

200 


The Redistribution Bill of 1882 provided that the House of Commons should 
consist of 211 members: 


Ontar0 430 ee Re by Oe ed ae ee OR 92 
Que bee oi. Ae eae SR AG aE Orn a ee eee ne 65 
Nova. Scotiag 2 eee ee Re eee 21 
New Brurnswickit 2 oie ein 6) ae ee 16 
Manito baa ie eee i a 5 
British: Columbiae.. <2 era treet oe ee 6 
Princeitidward-Island 23) eee eee ee 6 


& 
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The Redistribution Bill of 1892 provided that the House of Commons should 
consist of 213 members: 


CGNEAT IO Wee le ed Deena a LE), Wee Da Ie” 92 
UCL OTEE OS ict Sila a SUV SRA a AE I Oa ae 65 
INGG es COUT eh is eh tee eg Ge ie ibe! ke ae PL. amas 20 
IN CRCRES TLITIS WIC Gee ah ee ne bare hae emer as awe art 14 
INT TTHO TGs Beta en ee Oe en gies MSS te teenies A". i 
Brie Colum bia ee eerie Rae te hls Paw kia « 6 
Princenlawardelslanae ee ve re bre ee pero eo Ra eee 5 
INGOT HiWwesTReIriLOrice. ie aie ehhh. gk Cabs teM Ne ere na 8 4 

213 


The Redistribution Bill of 1903 (3 Edward VII, chap. 60) provided that 


the House of Commons should consist of 214 members: 

COTE VaT aye on Sa ae eae tet EASE AUS i ct a Yee he 86 
ALTER gyote Sou ph Megha ate a Pinas AGEN ae ac ea a 65 
PGR ig Mbe TELE RITE: dechl-c a hie oe GRR OS RN caine gee a a me Ge a ae 18 
New Brunswick.......... MEER MARR e eS Cae LOSE: ts 
INT at PO ed eee Pr a ee Rees PMD remem its ot etal. 10 
Portis RL ALT OL ae se PORT eR ee tee ogee if 
PPC eee WLC CESAT Ces Mics cuentas Sy Wow atts wa Sheer ene 4 
INR she Aa ede te aR Nana Ane en CUT Mage in Pee a aR sane ST 10 
BY cae eee ee We A AEE Ne Se Pacak, Sadat mee Sh i! 
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After the establishment of the new provinces of Alberta and Saskatchewan, 
and after the quinquennial census of 1906, the representation of these two pro- 
vinces was fixed by chapter 41 of the Statutes of 1907 at 7 and 10 respectively 
giving a net increase of 7 members and bringing the total representation of the 
House of Commons up to the number of 221, at which it stands at the present 
time. 


CouNTyY BOUNDARIES. 


When the Redistribution bill was before the House of Commons in 1908, 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier laid down the principle that the Municipal County bound- 
aries should be observed. Mr. Hyman, who was chairman of the committee 
dealing with the subject, said that while the committee was prepared to accept 
that rule in ‘“‘a general sense’”’ they were not prepared to do so “in the full 
sense”. Mr. Sutherland explained that ‘‘the intention of the Prime Minister 
was that Municipal County boundaries should be adhered to, and not departed 
from for the purpose of political advantage.” 

Mr. Hyman pointed out that in one or two instances the Committee departed 
from County boundaries. He said:— 

“99 far as the County of Renfrew was concerned, it was felt by the 
Committee that the three townships of Clara, Head and Maria should be removed 
from Renfrew and placed with Nipissing. This was not done for political 
purposes and it was unanimously agreed to. Then it was decided that the town- 
ships of Osgoode and Gloucester should be taken fromthe County of Carleton 
and placed in Russell, and not only the members of the Government side, but 
the Opposition concurred. The only other instance which I can recall in which 
county boundaries were departed from was the township of South Monahan, 
which is municipally connected with the County of Northumberland, and which 
was for the purpose of representation in this House, placed in Peterborough.” 
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Col. Hughes, replying to what Mr. Hyman said, (Hansard 1903 Col. 
10,894) answered: 

‘“T will just point out where these hon. gentlemen have failed to adhere to. 
county boundaries in the Bill that is before us to-day. Take, for instance, the 
very first constituency in the list of those in Ontario: 

1. The county of Brant, exclusive of the electoral district of Brantford, 
as hereinafter defined. 

The city of Brantford is, municipally, as separate from the county of Brant 
as it is from the county of Carleton. Well, my hon. friend the Minister of 
Customs (Hon. Mr. Paterson) has united the county of Brant to the city of 
Brantford in order to make the county a little more secure. There isa violation of 
of municipal boundaries. 

Then we have: 

2. The county of Carleton, exclusive of the city of Ottawa and the townships 
of Gloucester and Osgoode. Another violation of county boundaries. 

Then: 

6. The county of Frontenac, exclusive of the city of Kingston and the village 
of Portsmouth. Again a violation of county boundaries, for the village of 
Portsmouth belongs to the county of Frontenac for every municipal purpose. 
Then: 

11. The county of Leeds, exclusive of the electoral district of Brockville, 
as hereinafter defined. 

The municipality of Brockville is absolutely separate from the county of 
Leeds, and yet our friends on the other side, in order to make a good solid con- 
stituency for one of their friends, have taken a part of the county of Leeds and 
annexed it to Brockville, another violation of county boundaries. Then: 

18. The county of Russell, with the townships of Gloucester and Osgoode, 
and Rideau ward of the city of Ottawa. 

There is a violation of county boundaries in this case also. Passing on, we 
find: 

24. The territorial district of Nipissing, with the townships of Clara, Head, 
and Maria constitute the electoral district of Nipissing, and shall send one 
member. 

This again breaks up municipal boundaries and violates the principle that 
these hon. gentlemen have been endeavouring, for as long as I can remember the 
world of politics, to make the people of Ontario believe they were in favour of 
observing.”’ 

County boundaries have been adhered to in New Brunswick and Prince 
Edward Island. In three instances two counties are joined together in New 
Brunswick for representation. In Nova Scotia part of Cape Breton has been 
added to Victoria. This is the only case of county boundaries being broken 
up in that province. 

The counties joined together for representation purposed in the Maritime 
Provinces are: Queens and Shelburne in Nova Scotia, and Kings and Albert, 
Sunbury and Queens, and Madawaska and Victoria in New Brunswick. 


PART III. 


CALCULATION UNDER BRITISH NORTH AMERICA ACT. 


The British North America act provides: 

“On any such readjustment the number of members for a province shall 
not be reduced unless the proportion which the number of the population of the 
province bore to the number of the aggregate population of Canada at the then 
last preceding readjustment of the number of members for the province is 
ascertained at the then latest census to be diminished by one-twentieth part or 


upwards.” 


A calculation under this section gives the following results: 


ONTARIO. 
Per cent. 
TOUTS Ontariose tig ie ec scr es Mee 2,182,947 
Dominion of Canada........... 5,351,186 40-7937 
PO identi seats ote as 4 i Sours 2,523 , 274 
Dominion of Canada xv 2.60" “7,188,162 35-1032 


Decrease in ratio from 40-7937% to 35-1032% is a decrease of 5:6905 pe 
10-7937 1° 
in the ratio, which percentage is in excess of one-twentieth (or five per cent) 
as provided by the British North America Act. 
Population Northwest Territories excluded. 


NEW BRUNSWICK. 


Per cent. 
1901.—New Brunswick, 331,120 
—————_— = 6-187 
Dominion of Canada...... 5,351,186 
1911—New Brunswick | 351 ,889 
oS 4-895 
7,188 , 162 


Decrease from 6-187 % to 4895% 
de f 1-292 
acre te 62187 720 88% in the ratio, which percenta g e 
is in excess of one-twentieth (or 5 per cent.) as provided by the B.N.A. Act. 


Population Northwest Territories excluded. 
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NOVA SCOTIA. 


Per cent. 

1901—Nova Scotia 459 ,574 
—————— = 8-588 

Dominion of Canada 5 301 5186 

1911—Nova Scotia 492 ,338 
—_—_—_— = 6-849 

7,188 , 162 

Decrease in ratio from 8-588% to 6 -849% 
or ee = 20-25% in ratio, which percentage is in excess 


of one-twentieth (or five per cent) as provided by the B.N.A. 
Act. 


Population North West Territories excluded. 


PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 


Per cent. 
1901—Prince Edward Island 103 ,259 : 
Sa 1-930 
Dominion of Canada 5,351,186 
1911—Prince Edward Island 93 ,728 
Se 1-304 
7,188,162 


Decrease in ratio from 1-930% to 1-304% 

or aan = 32-44% in the ratio, which percentage is 
in excess of one twentieth (or five per cent) as provided for by 
the B. N. A. Act. 
Population Northwest Territories excluded. 
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PopuaTIon of Canada and its Provinces and Territories in the years 1871-81-91 


1881 


nee 


4,324,810 


108,891 
1,359,027 


1891 


4,833, 239 


he eed cual hire. ohivue se) ar eliiie to aw. omar mreh eh «ye jem elt ey elated. s «2 ues) 


See Lede tic! Mikal a. sr mire. *\ e:(ee) ee ol eize) Liemelneg a oy ells uel ee 


PART IV. 
1901-1911. 
Provinces. 1871 
PAINT AM Rein ee RO cu nle coe ainty Genes 3,689, 257 
INI DCTS are re a eceuie aa canta 
British Columbiac we ter gee bce ee 36, 247 
Manitoba tn okie rk ae ies cate ho fleet rein a 25, 228 
New Branswitk. 5.4 fants ck a i ees 285, 594 
Nova SCOtlan sd oe Mane edhe ee at 387,800 
ONCATION eee eee Se eee li 1,620, 851 
Ta SVEN Bos 0: oo Re Se a ed lc eR CAT bod tt Me me 94,021 
Qnebecr i.e. eee ches ngs: 1,191,516 
Ream POO WET eee era ote Ge gene is Ree oe] Sea ee wn lefiage LR TE Sine gies 
Vicon cern ae a eae eels eet oF 
Northwest Territories..............5++55 48,000 


en 


56, 446 


5,371,315 


73,022 
178, 657 
255, 211 
331, 120 
459, 574 
2,182,947 
103, 259 
1,648,898 
91,279 
27,219 
20, 129 


7, 206, 643 
374, 663 


a 
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PART V. 


MEMORANDUM, showing by Provinces, Population, Basis of Representation, 
Presumable Representation under New Redistribution, Fraction of Popula- 
tion under 30,811, present representation, Number of Votes Polled and 
Number of Voters on Voters’ List at General Election, 1911. And to which 
is attached a detailed Statement showing Number of Polling Stations, Num- 
ber of Votes Polled, Number of Voters on Voters’ List and Population of 
each constituency at the General Election of 1911, together with Copy of 
Resume of said Election. 


~ | Basis of rep. | Presumable 
as 65 is to | representa- 
| Populatiom | 2,003,232 (pop-| tion under new 
Province. Census ulation of Que.| Redistribu- 
1911. viz. 30.819. tion. 
Albertans iii), Samet tthe gerne fe i eae aa sent Ce Roane eta oe 374, 663 | 30,819 12 
British: Colum bigigssyte i oes coke ole le a ee Ae aos ee ee, 392,480 | 30,819 13 
Manitoba... i Aenea Reo eare ie ce winder ks oR ea AN UO ee Mae eae 455,614 | 30,819 15 
NeW TUB WICK eae te cited Soka e an drew ee cela ep a ee ao Be | 351,889 | 30,819 11 
NOV PCOLIR s5 eR cit oot tie eee Nein eh 1 a cae ae PR asec ad | 492,338 30,819 16 
COEANTO vis oh SOR Gi Cae pee eke lees EEE At HEM LE On Ge AA eae eed Neale ap reame A fe Br 30,189 Pane Sa 
Prinee Edward fac 33): Adie ee hie ea ane ela Hae 93,728 } 30,819 3 
QUOD OG ee ts ri ea ed ot et ca ie Eo ea 2,003, 232 30,819 65 
Sask atelve Wan cesses eee ete ach ee Se eget cps ae mat bec kaiose | 492,432 30,819 16 
Words 5.0) Se eee aa ane eee Nite arene Tone ieee a aN Ce | S510 ol ee ee 1 
7,188, 162 
North West Lerritories, nce na wat ace iy ee en eae 18,481 
| 7,206, 643 


EXTRACT FROM BRITISH NORTH AMERICA ACT, 1867, 
Re REPRESENTATION. 


51. On the completion of the Census in the Year One thousnad eight 
hundred and seventy-one, and on each subsequent decennial Census, the Repre-. 
sentation of the Four Provinces shall be readjusted by such Authority, in such 
Manner, and from such Time, as the Parliament of Canada from Time to Time 
provides, subject and according to the following rules :— 

(1). Quebec shall have the fixed unmber of Sixty-five Members; 

(2.) There shall be assigned to each of the other Provinces such a number of 
Members as will bear the same Proportion to the Number of its Popu- 
lation (ascertained at such Census) as the Number Sixty-five bears to 
the Number of the Population of Quebec (so ascertained): 

(3.) In the Computation of the Number of Members for a Province a fract- 
ional Part not exceeding One Half of the whole Mumber requisite for 
entitling the Province to a Member shall be disregarded; but a fractional 
Part exceeding One Half of that Number shall be equivalent to the 
whole number: 

(4.) On any such Re-adjustment the Number of Members for a Province 
shall not. be reduced unless the Proportion which the number of the 
Population of the Province bore to the Number of the aggregate 
Population of Canada at the then last preceding Re-adjustment of the 
Number of Members for the Province is ascertained at the then latest 
Census to be diminished by One Twentieth Part or upwards: 

(5.) Such Re-adjustment shall not take effect until the Termination of the 
then existing Parliament. 
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STATEMENT of Votes Polled, Number of Polling Stations, Number of Voters on 
Voters’ List, and Population (Census of 1911) according to Representation 
Act, 1903, which came into force at dissolution of Ninth Parliament; 


namely, September 29, 1904. 


Erat des votes donnés, du nombre des arrondissements de votation, du nombre 
| d’électeurs inscrits sur la liste électorale, et de la population (recensement 
de 1911) d’aprés la loi de représentation de 1903, laquelle fut mise en vigueur’ 
\ la dissolution du neuviéme parlement; savoir, le 29 septembre 1904. 


GENERAL ELECTION, 1911—ELECTION GENERALE, 1911. 


ONTARIO. 

Number 

Number of Voters 

of Polling Number | on Voters’ 

Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. - Polled. — 
— Nombre ~- Nombre Population. 
Districts electorauz. d’arron- Nombre d’electeurs 
dissements des votes inscrits sur 
é de donnes la liste 

rotation. electorate. 
TECHIES LSU GIA BT See, an mace Msn eae ea ator So | 128 7,164 15, 329 44,628 
PI VV CRE Rueckert On itarlah pede SU akan Sete asl ie 78 4,918 8,453 28,752 
LoidrasGn ” Qycacteny comin Mc te MAUR OmEM AUR? ots stein EN pice bas eget en 31 3,461 4,387 19, 259 
PVE ikaw 5s 2 8 By) etl bet Naaman car AP Maca i oe ar Nh eS eee 35 5, 599 7,076 26,617 
LEY eB hte 3s ORNs PR OR Wye" Miele ENE Pras Sa MND | 35 4,391 | 5, 700 18,531 
ERC EE OLGA ete Oy. Se PES ae Noein Se ceie alas & | 60 4,970 | 6, 832 23,783 
FC SOUL ne we aks Ne ee a RON Nhya Go tunis 6 58 5,650. | 7,547 26, 249 
Carleton See et kes. Le bots he Sailer anes eee ae vet 47 3,955 6, 656 28,406 
1D a P23 al AG aoe, POU EGER SORRE SSAA RR ara ont AOI Te coinage 40 3 |533 5, 604 17,740 
Tea a Nia ale © a rey ol ee eat Sr oe PR rete Pe he 35 3,880 5,165 18,165 
LON EE a ate hbo a Siar wie ANE AoC els ki ae thd ander pee alae 54 5,858 7,739 26,411 
TOW Ee LS ein Sis Ue a TAS Aa eo CR ilps Bel Sch | 29 4,232 | 5, 304 17,597 
REIN. VRESE RE) oe bate Gal rTP Un eee AER ae reel iaadt NG 43 6, 361 7,740 26,715 
BHAI GTC Sis, RI ee ce Gee EE, Meek ain ae 54 7,056 15, 716). 38,006 
EK OUCH oui tearh Aerie ree ee we abet es Se te Rr | 58 5, 691 7,879 29, 541 
EEO TG TVG ee aor SEAN yas acy eee see gate eine PRON cau Ober. 56 4,405 6,456 21,944 
Ee Tea take Re OP OD meg ee ieee ge OS Ny CRS ne SAE 33 4,123 5,387 21,259 
CEP evita h | ewan a UNE i MN aN oe ieremm ye AE ae Cs Bitar eee ae 42 3, 662 5,446 17, 545 
ESTE Ae EONEST Fae fs con) ARE ea an eRe RLS ae Rg yA ace 57 4,035 | 6, 298 19, 650 
Gree ENOTih s90 OS oie aL in Sei aee eee eee 68 6, 290 9,182 26,991 
RECA TE LL OR Oe a SRS RAY Sod yee menecsepare em | 38 4,230 | 5,939 19, 250 
Ja PN US bia Wate Wns aA oye Neplee bin a: rete eupmeesi Rn Rupe Ar me aed 48 4,955 6, 212 21,562 
ds Coe ays ee noe adne & son iN uns J hes ee Creel ani ea Aaa cea 35 4,817 | 6,128 22,208 
EPR IVEM COD POL eke Bins) RAY es ed AC oh hat wid anr ere sees 47 7,387 10,189 39,793 
EE Gry Garo Tht bliveren dy yeas OED DMERES Ror sR DTK DR ee Rc | 49 7,482 9,953 37,279 
PT OSGI Hees US Grete Nac ieee te ait beeen re ok Sonate: Sanne ome | 58 A (32 6,993 24,978 
WT AREIN ERO WORE hocks Oras sion ol alae Lean y NR TRC ORO eee 53 5,475 9, 533 30,825 
1g Uibmaia he OEY] a Oi Tea oI Se Mn RUAN BTN oka nee N. deamireae Ae 39 3, 842 4,808 16, 289 
PIGEOB SOUL eee er CRESS ah eae See ead eS eed 47 4,606 5, 643 19,508 
ELUTEOT EVV CSG erent ead ee eae LER sonra cl ca EE edt 40 oe IS ran 5,097 17,186 
KGa Ad EY Fite aoe pe RR Det he AM ad 9 SRR ee Tis ae eeM 48 4,925 7,174 23,698 
TOTES eae ae rare eee he. lah eoeath Siok neon 67 7,276 9,352 32|297 
PETA OTe Ske etek. ek ee nN eM Dos ot ode eR ETA 26 4,299 | 5,071 20, 660 
HEA TIN LOTS AS Het re eetee eas ene aa inuabenalcceaainterar 68 4,946 | 6,453 22, 223 
Lambton West...... ARSE PEC, ROR aes AGL len Aaa hes 63 6,189 8, 757 29,109 
VEL AIS < i¥eo ca AMG SON a eae gal AMI RCR SIPS ii ayaa ct RR AAC aE Se Cn | 32 2,999 3,846 14, 624 
Panaric Souths-v5 ios seas Pu EEL Wie HIV AY OP nc DIE Sc St 3,301 5,591 19,751 
1 a pe ae PR IN ico carne We yrs GIR cai A nM 37 3, 844 5,385 18, 222 
CAO and A GOIMPION ce aa ets aoh ae Lees ego sca 47 4,574 6,025 20,386 
DE APOLIE ST a tee A eee ota tale Gis pees IER alate INS 62 7,599 10,010 35,429 
RPC eat A ee UNO Re te rN ahd SRW ia ke aan 53 8,615 12,043 46,300 
le ab APS TTS iG aR nai taati Otc d Ral S Sees see Pt ASS Se ee 45 4,293 5,862 20,814 
WPAETOTOBO KIN OLGIECE eer ere tee tee yee Rea deur RTS | 34 3,483 4,529 13,737 
Reese ANCA Giese ae kh a tiae ts PEL: Manteno 39 3,635 4,676 16, 214 
Mireles catatonia ee ee Eni os nd nee ree Dc teeny 58 3,544 5,489 21.233 
PG MEER EL LEE meee oe NOT eth ie at Ne A Shwe as ORF Bee | 198 11,199 21,754 74,130 
INOELOIEL rok, cohes Sette chaste: 7 A RE Ne Oa ON SBOP 56 6, 240 7,936 27,110 
Northumberland East.......... SRE Fearn wer hs 39 4,645 6,101 19, 927 
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SratTeMEnT of Votes Polled, &c.—Continued—Etart des votes donnes, etc—Sutie. 


ONTARIO. 

Number 

Number of Voters 

of Polling Number | on Voters’ 

Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. — Polled. “= 
—_ Nombre — NNombre| Population. 
Districts electorauz. d’arron- Nombre d’electeurs 
dissements des votes | inscrits sur 
de donnes la liste 

rotation. electorate. 
Northumberland aw Gsti cea. ote eee eee 28 2,846 | 3,503 12,965 
Ontario NOrG ia pod oR De een nd 45 ae ph dg 4,799 17,141 
Ontario§Southi act 3/5 ae ee ee a a ee 47 5,464 | 6,785 23, 865 
Ot ta wake Pe Diy SSE Se ea ee, Sane ee 96 a2, 108 20,388 73,193 
Oxford sN orth. Geese iat eee 49 ,001 7,076 25,077 
Oxford-Sowth. aa co ee ene ee ee Al 4,982 6, 502 22, 294 
Parry Sond <3 2oaeh oa cot five cosae eet est ch 75 4,794 | 7,613 | 26, 547 
POG] ESOC SRR FF Fig ame re, itl OR i 40 4,996 — 6,621 | 22,102 
Perth Worthy: “Aes ne bee cee be dali tien ea 57 6,985 | 8,782 | 30, 235 
Perth Souths hea a eek ay a oes 40 4,524 | 5,657: | 18,947 
Peterborourh' Mastic sss. sues peat es spite Content eae 39 a, OU LHe 4,442 | 15,499 
Peterborough, Wests sociise. ne eect ee ee 53 5,846 | 8,156 | 26,151 
Prescotts') 3a heen anes Wao eee eee 40 3,752. | 6,066 , 26,968 
Prince Edward........ 38 4,328 ©] 5,357 | 17,150 
Renfrew Northtessaiwe soe wae ce ees ae 34 4,438 | 5,647 | 23,617 
Renfrew: South oes wet ee ee ee De ee ae 48 4,755 6,990 | 27, 852 
Fussell ss ie een kn te ee nee eee ene te eae 66 6, 648 9,412 39,434 
Simcoe: Masti, Suction cab trae sb cA cee, ee ene ome 50 6, 164 8,279 | 35, 294 
Simboe North sees Gi yo te ea eee 50 5,124 6,947 | 24,699 
Simcoe Out eee ire Wea WO. een. aie Sis 54 4,914 7,625 | 25, 060 
Stormont. 5) jy Meena dee mee ee meets AL aia even tf 45 4,947 | 6,861 | 24,775 
Thunder Bay ‘and-RaiwyiRiver), secrete. ee Ze 185 Accl. | 15,742. | 67, 249 
Toronto Centres oe eae ee tes eee 64 8,150 | 12,152 | 53, 125 
Toronto East.) Sha ie Sarees ema it Beers cee ene 90 11,704 | 17,005 | 68, 912 
Toronto. North asses, ceri are en ere it eee eh 85 9,631 | 13, 768 56, 469 
Toronto South Gans. wrvv sacar tease are sty 74 6,583 | 10, 297 43,956 
cE oronto W ests as exh sot. cts eer bn Aerts teen oy ae 146 14,881 | 23,912 105, 291 
Victoriay .... eee ©, a i ee as Bee 81 6,708 | 10, 242 36, 499 
Waterloo Norte niink oubeee eee cal een awe 49 7,233 | 10,083 33,619 
Waterloo Southey isk eee ee te eee ee ae 42 6,131 8,565 28,988 
Welland 5. Sc iiettse:, Pets saat rs: relat aL eRe sic Re 60 Accl. 10, 024 42,163 
Wellington NGEEDT ORS 25 the Als 2 ita aR ae 52 5,035 6,824 22,292 
Wellinrton Sonbh ees. silo es he hr oe pa ay 6,112 8,470 32, 200 
Wentworth 27 ages 32 ens Sa ak Sie Pecan 62 6,771 8,426 34, 634 
York Gentretcc wage 2s kee ek ae ee eae 45 5, 166 7,012 26,048 
York North 0 hitag, oh i Git. gk eiaganee mee on ate eae 41 5,401 6,808 22,415 
YorksSowth seep xc ge Ae eae cae eee ae keen 89 9,095 14, 252 68,018 
Votals 7 OGur <0 v. vee eee py athe 4,756 480, 572 693,485 | 2,523,208 

*Two members. Aggregate vote cast for the five candidates. 
*Deux deputes. Total des votes donnes pour les cing candidates. 
QUEBEC. 
| { 

AT PENPE UL: . Mtoe. Gist eee OA ae) pone ae eae alae eae 35 3,051 4,212 16, (66 
ALODs RoE hae ee CEE CT tae he tS ae eects | 30 3,595 4,312 18,206 
Beauce... +o nly sf « ie ISNA 2 TARR aed he Ck Re eceal cee | 74 8,282 . 10, 932 51,399 
Beauharnoisse tigers 5 ee ae calm a! Cae eet 28 3,725 4,568 20,802 
Bellech sas Fermi us its wae eee. meetin cate ae eee eke ate 30 3,438 4,298 21,141 
Berthiers.30) ie Fee Pare as hike ais ene ee 32 3,633 4,556 19 872 
Bonaventure 3 yee i ea a ie cee ee 36 3,839 5,079 28,110 
TODIE fess ee Sn ees HE oe I een oe ae 26 3,016 3,836 13,216 
Chambly and Vereheres iene se ee OR ees 45 5,288 6,944 28,715 
Champlain SORES Oi Ge eM Tae Wee ye costed Oat. Harp 58 7,255 9,193 42,758 
Charlevoix 2.4 ee he eae 29 3,378 4,362 20, 637 
Chateguay. Wan y SMe rE te ee a Aa are by 23 2,522 3,414 13,322 
Chicoutimi and Saguenay.......... 88 841 14,043 63, 341 
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Spa TeMENT of Votes Polled, &¢.—Continued—Erat des votes donnés, ete.—Suite. 


QUEBEC—Concluded—Fin. 


Number 

Number of Voters 

of Polling Number | on Voters’ 

Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. — Polled. — 

-— Nombre — Nombre 

Districts électoraua. d’arron- Nombre d’électeurs 

dissements des votes | inscrits sur 

donnés la liste 

votation. électorale. 
CRSTERS TY ESS eA a MRSA ne ON ar NP Ae eo 54 5,830 7,673 
TDOLGI GS HC Ee me ee ee ene ee ee eee Shes TAT Bia 38 | 4,680 5,514 
Drumniongd- and Artoabasks figs 0. danence tse ane ee 63 | 7,333 9,517 
CENTS Wee: Rep acedl nat anda Meee SLO eR RY ve net ware ie 51 4,370 5,874 
UE Cad 1 EYEE ge a Bo AREER eR Peete a ee? eee 112 12,983 18,413 
PECaVE AUT. oe ln oo ee Ge a Tea Trane eereieae nas se 25 2,490 3, 284 
Haccues-Gartier matctin, Varennes tees creek: 94 10, 224 15,498 
AKG T TERR Hoe ppt tet ea Re ae ene ine as lh ot. Rare mies Ace 29 4,412 5,316 
FECTNVOUT A SK ay te eee ere te ies acces escapee sen rate syit= 29 3, 594 4,492 
5 Istz5] 0 YoU PE re week agian a Ban ty CMR ell lr oe, ERY eta ear aaa 65 5,720 8, 962 
Banrairie and INADIerVillG. oat ans te te rt ds 28 3,421 4,214 
PN RCTTITIULONL Soh aca en caret as ake rice ee lone ais Pate 4 22 yeK ays BiaeD 
15S eet uc cola Wy EN gale 4 ey Sad NOt oar acca 40 5,097 6,828 
Wout cen NG Wa aie erg a aa pL Ferner ee a 40 4,770 6, 230 
Ne cl Sree ee eae es Cte ne wrt a ores, Srgheaiace ofa teeetae Sieh 26 PAT pe 3, 669 
LOU BS EN Tek Ce RRR gee Ph acer 1 tee are der ae i eae 31 3,990 4,813 
MeMISCUICIEV OL Ne Teas tok ce en Paced i et 261 20, 867 36, 725 
“OES arta ny d= eNO Rn aren a es ee een aah ares ce 27 2,905 3, 150 
DA Poauticemirrre fs, Oe een aiktom Gx Ma via's50 0 ape Sk 51 5,605 7,486 
NTSC ATG |e a Oke og 40 3,802 4,968 
IY Wena iof2 Hb 00 by caus sieea ite RR Rein Buu? ALE ee Micacacais Sip okie meaner 25 2,806 3,411 
DLODL Riad te et, oo, Mame ea tes oes ee = an os 26 2,981 3, (oC 
MONTTROLOUCY otk tan ci. ween cathe cates oo a eet 19 2,651 3,018 
MI GNiTeRI— ber ALNG.. |. sak vipat nck eh ae ae Bye Os 59 5,885 8,036 
Montreal, AnitOines A yale cs ce an Oe cae FoR 71 7,345 10, 820 
Outros Ot IAMes hist te Sik nie Pea ce 79 7,822 14-153 
Montres|-—St. LAWFenCGsis..- kc cia ie ae ween: 91 8, 249 11,783 
Mputreal-— ot. Mary of eeu AN & sere iss the ie wo ine les 79 8,101 11,640 
PACOLGLS ca. ten Bab oy ds hues Rs PR Rae ae 59 5,526 6,909 
Hepa EL Pea cs ec ee eR Pe shetes ASU LMM og SR ar fad PEs 50 4,618 6, 547 
eOGNeUL Ses 2, Se is Ming MER Foe TE GANTT ioe hits. ae he AT 4,973 6,735 
PIPE e Er CCUULC MIA ae nice te ee ne tia Mei oik ages Gite 22 3,651 4,634 
VA 7ER (ol ON Ble ke), a i, LEE eR EUS ber Sree eee a 43 Accel. 10,087 
AGE tN cbt en es OME OO OR 14 2,347 2,887 
eee OUR Wyre dt. «ox Nie Reda las =e ede niy mabe i 34 4,542 5,431 
BGO CUCUN YAP, Bt oe Nr St Neph steak oe att ee 34 4,012 5,310 
Richmond and Wolfe................55.50seeeer eee: 63 7,166 9,354 
PSE RN Sis ar ee eS Maye ee pic «ss eee roles 71 7,926 9, 662 
COM aL eee ae ee REM oni haces sai, Wet nel 3,8 ae oe 28 2,656 3,309 
bea El VACINRN OSE ee ee eter? doa sl es Mp haan ame 35 4,450 5,503 
She Onne Anda LOCEVIMGe..f 6 es SS rethd eee nies oe be? 34 3,367 5, 543 
SEE LOY CL streets isles Poet e toe eel atig Saisie § We avefate-g t's 45 4,516 6,210 
rl POD gh fuk ad cect ome SRE STM As. he tie. CORR RS ROA RC ea Se 36 4,603 5,877 
SOU ACR IeT eae eh Ce ae Gen cea STL ees 20 1,948 2,434 
POLED st PALSY O bok AU nk eR A tM et A ree rs OS aie eR 36 4,416 5,869 
PLGYRSCOIIE Git Gees on ate oe Nn is Se tla’ Stor ola es ae AT 5,614 7,002 
BEE MINEHL Rte oe aR errno ace tu aoe Te an) oak RE Re pee 39 4,828 6,434 
‘hree Riversand. Ste Maurice 2.02 $4. ake surelos qs es 44 6,301 8,074 
BE ee MANES TAE ADS ecg als Sas ta a epee ath a bh ala 26 Accel. 3,406 
PEt 2) MRSA G tats. oon tice eokins oo shaw dy es 23 2,475 3, 156 
LATEST] Sh tae ape OU Gece TAL tae ae iam cone ROR ae 58 6,822 10, 282 
BS eran ils Maree Seer MC Meh SOR ag RN a ra aha alae iatie es - 35 3, 647 4,664 
Ota IB— LOtiee ot mks iia ett ee ie. 3,052 324,039 455, 288 


*Including 2,066 in unorganized territory. 
*Y compris 2,066 du territoire non organisé. 


Population. 


29, 630 
25,096 
41,590 
35,001 
75,049 
13,240 
65,023 
93,911 
20, 888 
40,351 
19,335 
15, 164 
29,977 
28,913 
16,435 
22,158 

170,978 
16, 509 
31,314 
17,466 
13, 862 
17, 356 
13,215 
21,676 
48, 638 
44,057 
55, 360 
54,910 
30, 055 
29, 416 
30, 529 
21,143 
47, 429 

9,618 
25,944 
20, 686 
39,491 
51,490 
13,131 
22, 342 
21,882 
23,976 
23,211 

9, 400 
20,765 
36, 430 
29, 018 

36, 153 
13,868 
11,039 
48, 332 
19,511 


— nl 


*2, 002, 712 
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STATEMENT of Votes Polled, &e.—Continwed.—Evat des votes donnés, etc.—Swite. 


NOVA SCOTIA—NOUVELLE -ECOSSE. 


Number 
Number of Voters 
of Polling Number | on Voters’ 
Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. —_ Polled. — 
— Nombre — Nombre 
Districts electorauz. d’arron- Nombre d’électeurs 
dissements des votes | inscrits sur 
de donnés la liste 
votation. électorale. 
ADA DOTS OME Ae ORAS San ok WT ne Uke pM (rr rea 30 4,249 5,314 
SATUDIPOR TS ee Ck Mec > LRU aa Oe cae RAN aN a eee 18 2,455 3,388 
Cape Breton North and Victoria..................+4. 41 6,221 9, 266 
Cape reson oOublicwier sme nae owe Ge bee nie ie en apes 66 10, 257 15,414 
CWGICHB STOR ores be ait eect aod Betty RL wee are ae ee 34 5,050 6,541 
CHAD SEL ATIC acc is ee ae A Ui ca EU en RN aad NE ste 58 9, 222 12, 260 
EIS LY ee Sere Vo aac RN ea ENGR CEU Lye: Raa a ee em eh a 27 3,992 5, 183 
Giveboroug hee eet Ly De eee aac eo 30 3,734 4,918 
He EVEL: © Mirah hs bane Roem catun yi) rane ae ent Herth iris Ue emma mur aie fils 94 *27 , 652 19,826 
PEaAE Si, Roach 1 eee CAM ee A A, gaa cae ea 30 4,296 5, 629 
EN Vernens th crepe BN Sree Coe tN eae a Rea 44 4,976 7,848 
BGT Yea eae ah 7 NN) Sn Re aN oath eeMnege uate eon Nhe Neen pe im) 32 4,797 5, 947 
TUNE DUTT eect ae te Veto Cena Ree MECN eR 56 6,882 9,285 
Bi etGie eRe er Baie Ie clk Neuse rae ae ar me 59 8,158 10, 542 
Hiteliviond) totems five sac) lee se re acer re Mie er A 22 2) 258 3,489 
Shelburne and: Qucen’ sel aa yeas cies em emma ones 41 5, 207 6,747 
MES TRO UE IG aeeeaty as let re eet oa ane ee en IEE UNTO Son 30 3,614 5, 397 
Wotals=—T otaua ater he aoe 104 113, 022 136, 994 
*Two members. Aggregate vote cast for the four candidates. 
“Deux députés. Total des votes donnés pour les quatre candidats. 
NEW BRUNSWICK—NOUVEAU-BRUNSWICK. 
| 
Carleton o.\eor Caan re ek Cem tree Veta oy kale MIR Set op gt et 30 Bp AV hae 5,987 
Cari the sie) See PII A a Nees ey Al nk Si cidane oe RR ee 36 5 1 s4 en 6, 309 
GLOUGeBL ET Eris si Hee oe ee A oS Cen 32 basoz 6,971 
ec ore Am Aor PNET ok cay AR LER Weta ape ote tah od SMe on UY A 24 4,463 | 5, 298 
Kang gland cal ber tion chau cnth lar ee Bank ta aa 45 ype eye 8,909 
Nortinim berlanel i005 None tet rar er eo sears 34 5, 864 | 7,638 
Restitouche vse pans ecru ee ie el wee tate ete seale 2,682 3,788 
pes ee Patra Ne 4 01 Sc, rien Alive eel eteics Won OS aLeiueE Glee I 44 8, 655 | 11,118 
Db IOhM CiAieaie Gounty archon LuklGe th wes eee 58 10,872 13,841 
Suibury ahd veieen sje ele ee ee eh et on aie | 25 4,030_ 4,760 
A Sloe Poy et preted, eM RU ebee Rae ntcle Wily teeta Pn area ye tn 0 36 4,170 | 6, 406 
Westmoreland ger okey ba eee ee eke ee ner ea a 52 8,840 11,920 
D6: eh pect 12 REAR ie a Seer yan ieee emieis an a Me Md CN 34 6,617 8,167 
Totals T otard. ccc. fa seen 463 | 79,072 | 101, 112 
MANITOBA. 
Bra OP OLN Ue ORE hee tae fe ee eee MLN eet rane 75 8,006 9, 629 
Doerr Baan 0 0G! Ae Wace et pan ok cc aes at AC to ls te Mane Bee aes 81 6, 600 9,415 
Tate aie ORI (Cea CS lei se i ea a a ei Oe 34 3,364 4,350 
Macdonald..... Ll SO ie REIT Ev A Oh PRE 62 5,751 8,127 
NSE CHIOTEE SIN) Sir tie cohen 940 ea ie eae ane Ae oe Pec 59 | ~ 6,692 8,176 
Mortage lat rairiecy 6 s(n ac ayleeeie Micah me oe aeee 53 5,859 7,044 
PTOVENGHEE 2nd erate cara kan nace cn Rr OMe ee 68 Derasea 7,494 
pala) act eee ie ien Meer PEN Leo erate ind hts oh hagereer ocr egy Coe oe ak 73 6,343 9,158 
Souris ik ee A ee ence 63 6, 236 7,741 
Wann pega. ot A anton al ane He pian aR te al Me coe OE 134 23,128 27,454 
TL Otel ses POUHe, mocap ie caret oe 702 77,696 98, 588 


Population. 


18,581 
11,962 
29,888 
53,352 
23, 664 
40, 543 
20, 167 
17,048 
~ 80,257 
19,703 
25,571 
21,780 
33, 260 
30,858 
13, 273 
24,211 
23,220 


492,338 


21,446 
21,147 
32,662 
24,376 
30, 285 
31,194 
15, 687 


53,9072 
17, 116 
28, 222 
44,621 
31,561 


351,889 


39, 734 
44,000 
23,501 
35,841 
33, 598 
27,950 
40,693 
53,091 
29, 049 
128, 157 


455, 614 
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STATEMENT of Votes Polled, &c¢.—Continued—Erar des votes donnés, ete.— Suite. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA.—COLOMBIE-BRITANNIQUE. 


ea a a 


) 
| 


Number 
Number - of Voters 
of Polling | Number | on Voters’ 
Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. — Polled. — 
— Nombre — Nombre Population. 
Districts électoraua. d’arron- Nombre d’électeurs 
dissements des votes inscrits sur 
de donnés. la liste 
votation. électorale. 

(EGU TTTD Cog A His rege me ht eee ie Mis 8 be en urna CS ER, SE 115 | 3,432 9,917 42, 263 
Kootenay....... Cig DOE er teas te ees ee 140 7,152 12,059 50, 772 
TA rte eee eas Re tr a idea. 5 oR a teak ope pews 4) | 4,188 6, 536 31,822 
New Westminster..............56. pees ie! Seen ne 94 5,391 12,465 | 55, 679 
Sy Tet 4 ate CV Tye oe Giger Se ne Mi rat ti MAS eC ah, a? | 117 11,899 22,944 123, 902 
parte ev G Yee re ee ere oe Sins PER ia Min ye col 30 5,438 8, 246 31,660 
etl Gariboa i etek en es oe a ie pee! 6, 059 10, 914 56, 382 

MOLI S te OLAAD Mas eae eileen Mapai ste | 711 43, 559 83,081 392,480 
re —— ————_—— -— ! Eas an 
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.—ILE DU PRINCE-EDOUARD. 
enter ah aa be eee ce ee See he A BUA ud ees Vf 
Re er Ae: oy ea Cea apa eek yeh PO NTs Sap gh dn 38 | 5, 062 a, 22,636 
TERS Ta ONE REE PLES AER Unt niles Saale ees ah RS ae 48 6, 943 ae 32,779 
MCC eee, OL Has Bears uae leh ries Woks eiperrg tk ais aro Re 64 *16, 631 4 38, 313 
Ratan OCG E ane, Oe cca ned BAAD 150 28, 636 ay 93,728 
*Two members. Aggregate vote cast for the four candidates. 
*Deuz députiés. Total des votes donnés pour les quatre candidats. 
**No Voters’ List in Prince Edward Island. 
**Pas de liste d’électeurs dans V Ile du Prince-Edouard. 
SASKATCHEWAN. 
Peeinihoia hada iloag os MUON Bed ta ae Beary aS ee a ody. Saree gi ar : 112 9,382 11,786 | 42,556 
“eo LAE Ret acs 2 Eee oR A enna th ey a 200 8,975 | 17,062 | 47,075 
Pe reaHOld tee ee oca es Pai Ne Ra Les Lean analy 188 10, 212 17,278 | 52,195 
Mp CEUUTIG akuso) Sass oc 3e ce * 5s ms pees See td rans 86 5,829 8,752 40, 558 
1 UNS 61577 ge gh i CUS Say oie ae eye oa 376 14, 238 26,874 | 87,725 
OT es ete ane ee rd ie ye eo er tie hate oiah Yep a 145 6,277 9,941 36,319 
Be ae ee i ent seals RICA Metered ore one gen 103 8,172 13,0238; 35, 608 
AEC) Og MO An RR eras i rec ee eae Re 151 10, 637 16,204 | 70, 556 
emir ea Eres eit at nce hy Sa eee oat elope One a 5,553 C00 28, 695 
eM ERE ati) Vo aH Eccl iat chat cr basa cae Le a pray 145 9,768 14, 789 51,145 
Ot OLED. ae AW hcl Le Ds Ne cal sshd» 1,577 89, 043 142,414 492,432 
ee SS ES ABS PST el OE haa SA Sm eset nce AY SOL ae 
ALBERTA. 

“Lot Let Ren SIS a REE SEE hai he seller eee es be Ae a e 
CORRES ARC OI A eN s RE Pe oars Nac aE Rea 107 13, 203 17,486 60, 502 
OE EU ric bree: eek As an cee OE ace Cee a ana a er 218 12,447 19, 637 57,045 
lee ge te eb HP Bt tuun Welded aaa ele atete eta 143 7,403 10,698 34, 504 
jai OYA Eg da VSh od BSR 0 eet ce ee ag ns ohn Guano erica orca To Ree ir 192 11,215 18, 259 70, 606 
eC eee oe Resi eie ae ores sane ea oe 250 10,593 17,261 61,372 
EASTER ROE Ds eo 202 8, 268 13,735 49,473 
Ayo Anse. A, See aM Cog RIGS, Sead IE RNG EARL cy Ug ERs cae ee aN 159 6, 646 10, 152 41,161 

Totals—Totauz..... art bare ates ee eee: 1,271 69,775 107, 228 374, 663 


ee ee 


YUKON TERRITORY.—TERRITOIRE DU YUKON. 


aCe EES a eh ay eb ease a Hear SR ead, Bette’ * | 35 | 2,114 | 2,552 | 8, 512 
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STaTEMENT of Votes Polled &c.—Continued—Evat des votes donnés, etc.—Suite. 


SUMMARY.—SOMMATRE. 


Number 

Number of Voters 

of Polling Number | on Voters’ 

Stations. of Votes List. 
Electoral Districts. — Polled. — 
— Nombre — Nombre Population. 
Districts électoraux. d’arron- Nombre d électeurs 
i dissements des votes inscrits sur 
de donnés. la liste 

votation. électorale. 
COTTA TIC SR ee ee I ees ee ue Ee Re an 4,756 480,572 | 693,485 | 2,523,208 
Qi bee Mee Ae er cla ee ae aa rc dee ee 3,052 324,039 455, 288 2,002,712 
NOVE'SGOtia duct Tu ee ae ei aE ade eee di idee eee Lie 113, 022 136, 994 492,338 
New: Brunswick tthe eine ae eer Rr ne 463 79,072 | 101,112 351,889 
Manito baie forte hiiee ene oo ee In ne noone eer ee 702 77,696 | 98,588 | 455,614 
British) Colts Wisco. a ene ee ore eee aaa ee 711 43, 559 83,081 | 392,480 
Prince. Hd ward dsland’). Sorat oe che nese ee 150 28, 636 she 93, 728 
Saskatchewan o Skew cn ae eee ee ee ae 1,577 89, 043 142,414 492,432 
SAD Orta s eee ute wean ae enen ee lope Semen ete SENS ngs ah Be 1271 69,775 107, 228 374, 663 
VOT se Serre ena AL aie Shs Be Wie Pa _ 85 2,114 2,552 8,512 
Totale=7 otautian or cee | le ceee arate eae | 13,429 1,307, 528 1,820,742 . \t7, 187,576 


**No Voters’ List in Prince Edward Island. 

** Pas de liste d’électeurs dans l’Ile du Prince Edouard. 

tNot including the 18,481 population in North West Territories. 
tNon compris 18,481 de population dans les Territories du Nord-Ouest. 
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